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STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM—VOICE 
OF AMERICA 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1953 


Unirtep States SENATE, 
SENATE PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
INVESTIGATIONS OF THE COMMITTER 
ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a.m.. pursuant to Senate Resolution 40, 
agreed to January 30, 1953, in room 357 of the Senate Office Building, 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senators Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin; 
Kar] Ke. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota: Everett M. Dirksen, 
Republican, linois; Charles E. Potter, Republican, Michigan; John 
L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, 
Washineton: Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Present also: Roy Cohn, chief counsel; Donald Surine, assistant 
counsel: David Schine, chief consult nt: He hry Haw KINS, investi- 
gator; Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Ayers, will you raise your right hand? In this matter now 
in hearing before the committee, do you solem1 ly swear to tell the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothi 

Mr. AYERS. | do. 


yr but the truth, so help vou God? 


( 


TESTIMONY OF STUART AYERS 


The CHatmrman. Your name is? 

Mr. Ayers. Stuart Ayers. 

The CuHarrman. That is spelled—— 

Mr. Ayers. S-t-u-a-r-t A-y-e-r-s. 

The Cuatrrman. You are presently working for the Voice? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

The CuHamman. How long have you been with the Voice of 
America ? . 

Mr. Ayers. Since November 1950. 

The CuHarman. What is your position at this time? 

Mr. Ayers. Acting Assistant Chief, Latin American Division. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Counsel, will you proceed ? 

Mr. Conn. Now, Mr. Ayers, in your capacity as Chief of the Latin 
American Division of the Voice of America, while you have held that 
position, have you attempted to carry out the objectives of the Voice 
of America by conducting programs which would demonstrate the 
truth concerning our way of life, and would counter false Communist 
propaganda ? 
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Mr. \YERS. Yes. P do t iL al iverage ol 2? hou s and 25 min- 
ites every night. 


Mir. Coun. In these attempts of yours, since you have held your 
ive you encountered any oppo tion ¢ 


Mr. Ayers. In our shortwave broadcast, I wo ild Say “No.” In our 
tter programs, that another matter. 
I CHAIRMAN. Your platter program ! 

Mr. Ayrrers. There are two ways of reaching the information area. 
(One by shortwave, and the other by record he’s, wh ech are sent to the 
si t hac re to be used on local radio stat Ons. 

The CHairman. The recording program you call the platter 
rogram ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Now, with reference to the platter program, you say 
response to my question as to whether you encountered interference 
your anti-Communist program, that that was another matter. Is 
it in your testimony that you have encountered interference ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. In that programs we felt would be in the 
nati nal interest were somehow not produced, and others we felt 
were rather fragile or not of anti-Communist content were produced 
to be sent to the field. 

Mr. Conn. Let me ask you this. You say that it is divided into 
two parts, and the part which we are now discussing is that concern- 
ing the platters, the recordings which were made and sent out to Latin 
American countries to be placed on radio stations and broadcast to 
audiences we were seekine to reach there; is that right? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. I would like to talk about the year 1952. Was your 
division, the Latin American Division, supposed to have a certain 
budget, a certain allotment of money, in order to carry out the anti- 
Communist program with reference to these matters? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, there was to be a budget apportioned for us. 

Mr. Conn. At the beginning of the year, did you seek to ascertain 
just how much money was going to be allotted to you for that purpose 
aul ng the vear ? 

Mr. Ayers. We did. 
Mr. Conn. Were you able to do so? 
Mr. Ayers. No, sir, we were not. 

Mr. Conn. Who did you consult in an attempt to find out how 
much money you would have so you could plan out your recordings 
| rogram ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. I personally did not consult anybody, because it was 

tC m\ particulay function at that moment, but the Chief of the 
Division, Stephen Baldanza, repeatedly asked that information from 
the Chief of the Overseas Services Branch, Robert Bauer, who had 
charge of apportioning that money for our approval. 

Mr. Conn. Did Mr. Bauer furnish that information ? 

Mr. Ayers. No, he did not. 

Mr. Coun. Let me ask you this, Mr. Ayers. What is the Overseas 
ser\ ices Br inch ( 

Mr. Ayers. It is now part of the Field Services Division. It was 
recently raised to a division status to include other operations, but 
the Overseas Services Branch is that part of the Voice which prepares 
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productions in platter form for use in the field by the public-affairs 
officers attached to the embassies. 

Mr. Coun. Is it in charge of making up the budget? 

Mr. Ayers. It is in charge of making a provisional budget which 
would then be approved by the various area divisions. 

Mr. CoHN. They plan out the budget. In other words ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. They plan the budget, yes. 

Mr. Coun. And one of the divisions for which they plan the budget 
is your division, the Latin American Division? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. And your testimony is that at the beginning of the 
year you asked them just how much your budget would be so you 
could make plans as to what programs you would map out in the 
anti-Communist program for the year 5 is that right? 

Mr. Arers. That is for the beginning of the fiscal vear, last July 1. 

Mr. Conn. And Mr. Bauer did not furnish that information ? 

Mr. Ayers. No. 

Mr. Conn. Did you or Mr. Baldanza, the chief of your division, 
make repeated requests to Mr. Bauer and h = bi i! eh fo} the informa- 
tion as to how much money was being allocated to you? 

Mr. AY} RS. Yes. both Mr. Baldanza and our transcr ption director, 
Joseph Ries. who is the hi ison W ith the ( )verseas services Branch. 

Mr. Coun. That is R-i-e-s? 

Mr. AYERS. R-i-e S. Ries made repeated requests for that infor- 
mation. 

Mr. Conn. Did they get that information ? 

Mr. AYErs. No, they did not. 

Mr. Coun. Did there come a time when anybody suggested to you 
and Mr. Baldanza that your division produce a program known as 
The Kye of the Eagle? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, that did occur. 

Mr. Conn. About when was that ? 

Mr. Ayers. I believe the first suggestion of it came around possibly 
March of 1952. Then it was merely in discussion form. The decision 
by Overseas Services to make the series would have been about June 
and July of 1952. 

Mr. Conn. Where did the suggestion that this program, The Eye 
of the Eagle, be produced, originate ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. In Overseas Services Branch. 

Mr. Coun. They initiated the suggestion; is that right? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Did the sugoestion come to your attention ? 

Mr. Ayers. It did, yes. 

Mr. Conn. When it was made, what was the position taken by you 
and your division as To whether or not Voice money should be ex- 
pended on this particular series of programs? 

Mr. AYERS. A suggestion of this sort goes throug h several different 
people of course, because it has to be evaluated and that includes the 
chief of each language area. We havea Spanish area and a Brazilian 
area, as well as the transcription director who must give their approval 
of it. So the suggestion went to those three people. 

Mr. Conn. Tell us what they said. 

Mr. AYERS. The Chief of the Spanish Service felt that the series 
was a juvenile adventure story; as such would not attract the adult 
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listeners we wished to reach. He did not want the series for his 
Spanish area. The Chief of the Brazilian Service felt the same, and 
Was quite emphatic in saying that it would not do in Brazil. It would 
not be credible; the devices to be used were flimsy and rather foolish, 
whereas it could easily be | seen that it would be an exciting program 
from a purely entertainment point of view. 

Mr. Conn. How about your division ? 

Mr. Ayers. Those two languages come under our division. So the 
next voice would be, of course, Mr. Ries, representing the chief. 

Mr. Comn. What was Mr. Ries’ position ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. He saw no use for the series. He had been in the field 
himself as public attairs officer for many years, and he could not see 
that it would do us any good. It would entertain, but it would not 
carry out any efforts for the national interest. 

Mr. Conn. What efforts for the national interest were you and Mr. 
Ries seeking to carry out? 

Mr. Ayers. We wanted to put out programs by radio and platters 
that would name the enemy as the Communist Party or the individual 
Communists, and would support the foreign policy of the United 
states. 

Mr. Conn. It was your position that this particular series would not 
accomplish those objectives; is that right ? 

Mr. Ayers. That is how we felt. 

Mr. Conn. And that was the unanimous conclusion of all those 
concerned on the language desk ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. May I interrupt. I understand that this program, 
the Eye of the Eagle, was not by any stretch of the imagination Com- 
munist propaganda, but rather a type of program that was juvenile 
and would make us look rather silly; is that the idea ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, it was a juvenile program. Of course, they do have 
their place in radio, but I think a rather minor place when you are in 
the propaganda field with a very limited budget. If you want to reach 
children over a long period, it is splendid. But if you have little 
money to spend, there are other areas of population where your infor- 
mation would be more effective. 

Mr. Conn. Now, when this position of all those concerned on the 
language desks was adopted, was it made known in any way to the 
Overseas Service ee 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, it was, because they themselves questioned each 
of these individuals as rss their reaction to the series. 

Mr. Conn. Were they told that you were all against this series and 
favored instead something which would accomplish the objectives 
you have stated, naming the enemy and telling the truth concerning 
the propaganda of the Communist movement ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, we have for some time asked that other program 
series be produced, among them Animal Farm, which had been pre- 
pared by the Russian desk 1 in a good fitting fashion, naming the enemy, 
and other programs. But they had been put aside, or we had no assur- 
ance th: at they would be produced. 

The Crramman. As far as you know, there was no anti-Communist 
material in this Eve of the Eagle program; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ayres. Each of these three persons were assured that there 
would be anti-Communist material, and that it would carry weight, 





STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 83 


even though it was juvenile. As it turned out later, that was not the 
case. The terms used, such as “demo racy” or “lovers of freedom” are 
the very terms the Communists use to support their own cause when 
they are attacking us. Our feeling was that this program would not 
name the enemy and that was our job. 

Mr. CoHN. Now, what was the position of Overseas Services 
Branch when told that all the language desks concerned were opposed 
to this particular program and favored in its stead an anti-Communist 
series ¢ 

Mr. AYERS. They told the chief of the Brazilian service that they 
would have to take the program anyway, because it had already been 
bought for the Spanish service. They told the chief of the Spanish 
service that the embassies had ‘asked for it, and it was necessary to 
give them a program that would make it easy for them to persuade 
radio stations to take our heavier hitting recordings. So they might 
as well take it: it was already contracted for. 

Mr. Conn. Let me stop you at that point. Was the proper pro- 
cedure for them to contract for it before obtaining the approval of the 
language desks concerned as to whether or not the programs would 
be desirable ? 

Mr. Ayers. No. Therefore, they would ag to have the approval 

Mr. Ries, the trans ription director. So Mr. Ries agreed finally 
that the program would be produced, sul ed to his approval of the 
first script, in which he would then know whether or not there was 
sufficient anti-Communist material to make the series wari while. 

Mr. Conn. In other words, they were still assuring Mr. Ries that 
there would be some anti-Communist material in uate in these 
programs ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. And on that assurance, Mr. Ries gave his approval; I 
that right ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes: subjec t to review of the first ser ipt. 

Mr. Coun. Sub ject to review of the first script. Were there any 
other conditions which Mr. Ries attached? Was he given ai lV other 


assurance insofar as the rest. of the budget was concerned ? 

Mr. Arrers. Mr. Ries insisted that only a small portion of our funds 
could YO into this series, because of our previous requests for hard- 
hitting anti-Communist material. 

The CuarrMan. May I interrupt. I do not quite understand the 
setup. The Overseas Service Branch was ordering the programs for 
you; is that right? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Am I not correct in this, that the Overseas Services 
He: anch is supposed to be subordinate to you and merely act as more 

r less a packaging and shipping department ? 

Mr. Ayers. They were set up on the same level as we were, sir. 
Originally they had been a ship ping department, wrapping up the 
p latte T'S, and the off-the-air recor lings of our short-wave shows. 

The CHatrmMan. Was not that its only function when that depart- 
ment was set up, to service your organization ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, the Overseas Services organization 
was supposed to do the work you ordered done, wrap up the platters 
and ship them to the right place? 

29708—53—pt. 2——2 
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Mr. AYErs. Yes; and they also were supposed to have requests from 
the embassies and submit those to us for approval and service the 
embassies as well as us. 

The Cuarrman. At what point in their proceeding does the Over- 
seas Services Branch become your boss and start to order the programs 
for you and tell you what you must take and what your budget is to 
be? I donot quite get that picture. 

Mr. Ayers. At no pont were they ever allowed to do that. As you 
mentioned, originally they were a shipping office, and nothing more, 
Then they were set up on the same level as we were, but to operate 
only on our approvi il. So there was no authority for either one or 
the other. They could not prepare a series unless we gave approval. 
But either they or ourselves could originate the program idea. 

Senator SymMincron. ‘They were in effect a service agency for you; 
is that right ? 

Mr. AYERS. Yes. sir: they were. 

Senator Symineron. To whom did they report ? 

Mr. Ayers. The y reported to the Chief of the Program Division, 
who was Mr. Puhan. 

Senator SyMINGTON. ak do you spell that ? 

Mr. Ayers. P-u-h-a 

Senator SYMINGTON. ha d to whom did you report / 

Mr. Ayers. I reported to my chief, Stephen Baldanza. 

Senator SYMING se And to whom dic d here port ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. Mr. Puhan. 

Senator Symineron. So Mr. Puhan was responsible for the serv- 
icing you received from the Overseas Service agency; 1s that mht? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes; through his Deputy, the Chief of the Overseas 
Branch. 

The CHarmman. That is spelled P-u-h-a-n ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. What is his first name? 

Mr. Ayers. Alfred. 

The CHatrMan. I still do not quite have the picture, Mr. Ayers. 
This (¢ rene ral Service Branch Was sup posed to do the packaging, 
shipping, and transmit requests to you, and ended up telling you that 
you had to take this program, The Eye of the Ea gle. Whence did 
they get that authority ? 

Mr. Ayers. They never had the authority, sir. They were not to 
tell us that we had to do anything, but to ask our opinion and to act 
in conjunction with us. 

The Cuarrman. Then why did you listen to them? Why did you 
take this particular program if they did not have that authority / 

Mr. Ayers. Because they promised us that this would be only a 
small part of our budget, and that as this would start production, the 
other programs would also be pul into production which we had 
requested. They did have some correspondence from the embassies 
asking that there be a followup for another series of a similar nature 
that they had had before. 

The Caamrman. You say they told you this would only be a small 
ath of your budget. What was the final result? Was this produc- 

tion, The E ye of the Eagle, only a small part of your budget ? 

Mr. Ayers. No, it turned out to be almost our entire budget. 

The CHarrmMan. Almost your entire budget ? 
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Mr. Ayers. Yes. We had felt that we would have a $188,000 budget 
for the fiscal year. That was later reduced and when we discovered 
what our total budget was, all but two or three thousand dollars had 
been spent for this one program. 

The CuHatrMAn. What is the cost of this one program, if you know / 

Mr. Ayers. It is very difticult to say what the cost was because even 
today we have not heard how much money was spent for us in the 
first quarter of the fiscal year. All we know is that during the second 
quarter of the fiscal year about $30,000 was spent by Overseas for us, 
of which I would say $28,000 approximately was put into this one 
program. 

The CHatRMAN. So that you had $28,000 in this juven ile program 
which you say cont: Lined no informat ion 1n regard to the Communist 
Part y, and you had only $2,000 left to carry on a program of education 
insofar as the Communist Party was concerned ? 

Mr. Ayers. [ would like to add a little bit to that, if I might. The 
original scripts, as we received them from Overseas, had no anti- 
Communist propaganda, or so little anti-Communist propaganda as 
to be in our opinion worthless. However, we endeavored to write in 
the corrections for those scripts vhenever we could see them, and 


they were produced wi ith those corrections in. but not in all eases. At 
least when we saw the se} ipts they were. 
Mr. Conn. You say the two conditions under which vou agreed 


to accept this program, the series, The Kve of the Eagle, were, No. 1, 
the assurance that they wo ild contain some anti-Communist state- 
ments, some anti-Communist information, or some information which 
would name the enemy, as you say, and No. 2, on the assurance that this 
would be only a relatively small part of your total budget for platters, 
so that you could use the great m: jor lity of that budget for the purpose 
for whic] h the Voice exists, tellin og the truth about ou way of life, and 
countering Communist propaganda; is that right? 

Mr. Arers. Yes, sir 

Mr. Conn. Is it your testimony that neither of those promises 
were kept / 

Mr. Ayers. As regards the funds, no, they were not. As regards 
the anti-Communist propaganda, ier: were kept when we were able 
to write in the material. 

Mr. Conn. Were they kept by the people who gave you the assurance 
that when the scripts came to you they would contain anti-Communist 
propaganda ? 

Mr. Ayers. No. 

Mr. Conn. By the Overseas Service Branch, neither of those two 
promises were kept. Is thata fair statement ? 

Mr. Ayers. That is a fair statement as regards the original scripts. 

Mr. Conn. I am talking about before they got to you. 

Mr. Ayers. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. Conn. You have told us when the end of the year came you 
found out that virtually your entire budget had bien us ned on this 
one worthless series, as you described it, and there was virtually 
nothing left for anti-Communist work; is that right ? 

Mr. Ayers. We discovered that in October at the beginning of 
the second quarter of the year. Our entire four-quarters budget 
had been put into this one series, with the exception of a little money 
for special anniversary shows. 
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Mr. Conn. And you had repeatedly asked during the year for some 

nformation as to ee much money exactly you were being allotted 
saa how much would be left over for the anti-Communist program; 
is that right? 

Mr. Ayers. That is right. 

Mr. Conn. And they would never tell you how much 

Mr. Ayers. That is right. 

Senator Symineron. I would like to get this straight. You were 
operating under a budget as the head of the department, but you did 
not know what the budget was; is that right ? 

Mr. Ayers. That is right. 

Senator Symincron. Did you ask what it was? 

Mr. Ayers. We asked what it was, but we were never told. 

Senator Symrneton. Did they ever say they — tell you? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, they were always about to tell 1 , but somehow 
did not make up their mind how much we would get. 

Senator Symrneton. Did you protest to Mr. Puhan that you did 
not know what the budget was ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, we did. 

Senator SyMINGTON. - hat did he say to you about it? 

Mr. Ayers. He told us we were entitled to know and he directed 
Mr. Bauer to tell us whi the budget would be. 

Senator Symineron. But Mr. Bauer still never did until he used 
the budget up on the Eye of the Eagle; is that correct ? 

Mr. Ayers. That is correct. 

Senator Symrneron. Thank you. 

Mr. Conn. Now, Mr. Ayers, insofar as the second assurance they 
gave you was concerned, namely, that there would be statements in 
the scripts naming the enemy and carrying out the anti-Communist 
program in which the Voice was engaged, you have told us that that 
assurance was not kept by the Overseas Service Branch; is that correct, 
before the scripts cot to you? 

Mr. Davies. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. Conn. Now, you told us that they were supposed to submit 
the first script to your Division to see whether or not it did contain 
this anti-Communist material. Did they ever submit that first script 
to you? 

Mr. Ayers. No, they did not. One day Mr. Ries happened to 
be in their office about other matters, and he discovered a fifth script. 

Mr. Coun. In other words, they had gone through the first four, and 
had not submitted them to your Division; is that right? 

Mr. Ayers. They had gone ahead with production without submit- 
ting the first seript for his approval, which approval, of course, would 
have started the entire series. 

Mr. Conn. I assume it goes without saying that in the course of 
operations up there, the proper procedure would be to submit the 
scripts to your Division before they were produced ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes: that is essential. 

Mr. Conn. And in this case, the first four were never submitted to 
your Division ? 

Mr. Ayers. No. 

Mr. Conn. The first one was not, and it was just by accident that Mr. 
Ries came across the first four ? 


d 
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Mr. Ayers. No. He came upon the fifth script and was told at that 
time that the first 4 had already been approved by Overseas, had been 
translated, and had been produced on records, and were ready to send 
to the field, so there was nothing that could be done about corrections 
for the first 4. 

Mr. Conn. Now; did he examine the first four at that point? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes: he examined the first 4. and No. 5, at that time. 

Mr. Conn. Did he think they needed some corrections? 

Mr. AYERS. Yes. The s\ did not name the ene my. 

Mr. Conn. They did not name the enemy 

Mr. Ayers. No. 

Mr. Conn. Were they worthless from the standpoint of anti-Com 
munist information ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Was a complaint made to the Overseas Services Branch 
about this? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. Mr. Ries brought in script No. 5 and some of the 
others to me, and showed me corrections that he was making to name 
the enemy and to strengthen the script dramatically. He also wrote 
a memo to Overseas Services, asking that in the future the enemy be 
named and there be no doubt in anybody’s mind that this was an anti- 
Communist series. 

Mr. Conn. And did the Overseas Services Branch, in view of those 
complaints, agree not to go ahead with the first four shows? 

Mr. Ayers. No. They said the first four shows had already been 
made, money had been invested in them, so they would be sent out 
to the field, but the corrections he made in subsequent scripts would be 
put in as directed. 

Mr. Conn. Now, did Mr. Ries in your Division examine scripts 5 
through 25 for this series ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. In each case Mr. Ries wrote in the anti-Com- 
munist material that had not existed in the origin: il seripts. 

Mr. Conn. You mean in the case of the first 25 scripts, as they were 
prepared and submitted to your Division, not one of them contained 
satisfactory anti-Communist material; is that right? 

Mr. Ayers. That is correct. 

Mr. Conn. And in each and every one which you were given the 
opportunity to examine, corrections had to be m: ide to get across the 
objectives of the Voice? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes; and name the enemy. 

Mr. Conn. Is that a fair statement? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, that is true. 

Mr. Coun. Now, did there come a time when you saw script No 
267 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. And did script No. 26 name the enemy and contain anti- 
Communist material ? 

Mr. Ayers. No. There were two mentions of the word “Comin- 
form” in the script, but I didn’t consider that naming the enemy, 
because especially in radio where the word goes rather quickly, 
Cominform would not mean anything to the listener. Communist 
would. 

Mr. Conn. Did you make corrections in this script ? 
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Mr. Ayers. Yes. I inserted seven mentions of the name “Com- 
munist” in the script. 

Mr. Conn. Seven mentions; is that right? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did you go to the Overseas Service Branch and insist 
iat they embody tho e corrections you have made, naming the enemy, 
nto the cript ¢ 


Ir. Ayers. Yes. In fact. ] even wrote them a memo saying that we 


\ 
wo L he reatter name the enemy 1n every script and not use the word 
‘ 99 . . 98 : 
"CO nform” when we could say “the Communist gangster” or other 
we used to peg the name 


Mr. Coun. So the audiences would understand just what we were 


trvll to get across. 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Is it your testimony that you wrote a formal memo com- 
plaining about this to the Overseas Service Branch ? 


Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Was that memo dated October 14, 1952? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir, it 1s. 

Mr. Coun. Did you state in that memo as written the script was 
ibsolutely worthless from a propaganda point of view, and did you 
continue, “We don’t want to waste our money on pap when we can use 
it for bullets?” 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Coun. And you filed such a memo with the Overseas Service 
) .] 


/ 


Branch ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. I did. 

Mr. Conn. What position was taken by the Overseas Service Branch 
with reference to this memo you filed saying that money was being 
wasted on pap when it could be used for bullets, and that the scripts 
were worthless from a propaganda point of view ? 

Mr. Ayers. Their reaction was I would say slightly between an- 
novance and rage. They did not care for the memo, 
Mr. Conn. Did they ever ask you to withdraw the memo from 


( 


the hies ¢ 


Mr. Ayers. They did ask me to withdraw the memo; yes. 

Mr. Conn. What did they promise to do if you would withdraw 
the memo from the files ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. They promised to write in the corrections I had made, 
and that I would see that all future programs would carry the anti- 
Communist material. 

Mr. Coun. In other words, they told you if you would agree to 
withdraw this memo from the files, charging that the scripts were 
worthless, and that money was being wasted when it could be well spent 
in connection with the objectives of the Voice, if you withdrew that 
memo, they promised you that the corrections you had made in script 
No. 26 to name the enemy would be used in the program and future 
scripts would be submitted to you and your corrections would be 
accepted ; is that right ? , ; 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Now, were the corrections you made in script No. 26 so 
that it would embody anti-Communist material ever accepted by the 
Uverseas Services Branch ? 
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Mr. Ayers. No. When we finally recelved—— 

Mr. Conn. Your answer is no/ 

Mr. Ayers. No. 

Mr. Conn. When did you discover that these corrections had not 
been made as promised / 

Mr. Ayers. It was not until the end of December that the script 
was finally given to us in translation. 

Mr. Conn. And did you read the script when it was given to you 
in translation ? 

Mr. Ayers. I did. 

Mr. Coun. Had these seven mentions, naming the Communist 
enemy, been placed in the script as they had promised you? 

Mr. Ayers. No, not one of the mm. 

Mr. Coun. Not one of them ? 

Mr. Ayers. No, siz 

Mr. Conn. At that point—— 

Senator Potrer. Mr. Counsel, if I may interrupt, over what period 
of time did this take place from the time that you received the first 
script until the 26th or 25th script came to your attention? Were 
they submitted once a week or once every < weeks or once every day? 

Mr. AYERS. They come in as the author writes the scripts. There 
might be 2 a week or sometimes 5 would come in. _ Ries would 
then go over them as the »y came in. The Vv began coming in, I believe, 
in July, so that by Oc ‘tober we had had u up to 26. 

Senator Porrer. Were they bei ing transmitted right along as Mr. 
Ries rewrote the script? Were they then immediately transmitted ? 

Mr. Ayers. As they were corrected and approved in English, they 
would be put in Spanish, and Mr. Ries would then have the Spanish 
translation and approve that, or write in further corrections, and then 
they would be produced on recordings. That continued during all 
this time. 

Senator Porrer. How long a period would you say it was from the 
time you received your first transcript until, say, the 25th script? 

Mr. Ayers. It was approximately 3 months. 

Senator Porrrer. Now, the gentleman that you mentioned who is 
responsible, who is the authority for both your Division and Overseas 
Division, what is his name again? 

Mr. Ayers. We have a transcription director whose name is Mr. 
Ries. He is responsible to the Chief of our Division. 

Senator Porrrer. The man who is in charge of both services, the 
Overseas Division reports to him, and yourself. 

Mr. Ayers. The program manager is Mr. Puhan. 

Senator Porrer. Now, I assume that you have reported to him 
that you were not getting the type of script that you wanted from 
the Overseas Branch during this period of 3 months; is that true? 

Mr. Ayers. We reported to him on other difficulties we had with 
Overseas Branch, but not this in particular—not on the individual 
scripts. 

Senator Porrrr. Was he sympathetic to your recommendations? 

Mr. Arers. Yes, I think so. He said that he would be the referee 
of discussions that we had. He knew that we had difficulties with 
Overseas, and that they seemed to be usurping authority which he 
had placed on a discussion basis between us, and he asked for us to 
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meet with Overseas and work the matter out, which we did. We 
tried to. But that was after this trouble had happened. 

Senator Potrer. Apparently he exerted no force or pressure from 
his own position of authority to bring about the changes which you 
desired, at least during this 3-month period. 

Mr. Ayers. I felt that he tried to work things out by getting us to- 
gether and let us talk things out or thresh them out in his office. I 
think he was fair about it, because frequently in discussions of this 
sort, he may be a little officious. 

Senator Porrer. He was the man that had the authority to bring 
about the change that you desired, and apparently that was not done. 
Now, either the head of the Overseas Branch was outwitting him er he 
was not firm enough or else he was not too dedicated to the recom 
mendations you were making. Am I fair in that statement? 

Mr. Ayers. Mr. Puhan directed that Overseas not do any programs 
without our approval, and by that time our money had been all spent, 
so the direction was academic. 

Senator Porrer. Did Overseas write their own script or did they 
contract for the seript ? 

Mr. Arers. They contract for a script. 

Senator Porrer. Is not that a little unusual for the service branch 
to have the authority for writing the script, rather than your branch ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, we write all the programs for shortwave and for 
many of the platters, too, and in other language divisions the scripts 
are written within the language division. Overseas acts as sort of an 
administrative office, mostly duplicating the work that we do, and ad- 
ministration. 

Senator Porrer. In this case they were actually determining policy, 
the type of script that you were transmitting. 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. Unfortunately they were, and that is where our 
differences of opinion came in, because we felt that we were area 
experts and policy should be formed by us. 

Senator Porrer. In other words, in this case the service agency 
was determining a policy when your agency and his own superior 
person in the Voice should be m: aking that determination. 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Senator Porrer. They were exceeding their authority. 

Mr. Ayers. They were exceeding their authority, and Mr. Puhan 
told them they were. 

Senator Porrrer. Thank you. 

Senator SyMinoton. If they were exceeding their authority in the 
opinion of Mr. Puhan, why did he not do something about it, if they 
were reporting to him ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. We brought the matter to Mr. Puhan’s attention, and 
he called a meeting of the Overseas and of us, and at that time Mr. 
Puhan directed them not to exceed their authority, not to produce pro- 
grams without our ap] , so we felt that that condition might exist 
from that time on. 

Senator Symrneron. What I am trying to say, in spite of the fact 
that was his direction, they did not do anything about his direction, 
even though they work for him. 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, but our money had all been spent before they did 
anything about it. 











STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM Q] 


Senator Symincron. So the instructions were academic. 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Senator Porrer. That is poor administration when you allow your 
money to be spent and your directives are not being followed. 

Mr. Ayres. If we had known what our budget was before then, we 
never would have allowed all the money to he spent on this one pro 
eram. As a matter of fact, the day that we did find out what our 
budget was, we asked Overseas to stop production on the Eye of the 
Eagle, because we felt what little money Was left should be used for 
other programs. But they felt they could not do that, because it 
would mean canceling contracts. 

The Cratrman. Mr. Ayers, you have recited what would appear 
to be the result of—what would vou say carelessness, stupidity, or 
worse. What is your evaluation of the matter 

Mr. Ayers. | think that stupidity plays a orent part of it. I think 

part of it is a desire to aggrandize the position, make it more im- 
portant by taking authority over other people. We feel that we are 
all merely cogs in the wheel, trying to e xpress foreign policy as we are 
directed. Occasions do arise, such as this, in which 1 section or 1 man 
wants to dominate the others for his own personal reasons. 

The CHatrman. In your memorandum, you made the statement 
that instead of wasting our money on pap, it perhaps should be used 
for bullets. Could you give us an example of the type of pap that you 
refer to/ 

Mr. Ayers. I can tell you about the Eye of the Eagle. Here we 
have a scientist who has a helicopter that can go with the speed of a 
jet, and an atomic eye that can see through buildings and locate what- 
ever paper there may be on a desk in an inner office. It stretches the 
imagination quite a bit to feel that this would be believed as a device 
for an entertainment show. We have many juveniles on the radio here 
in the States—Superman, for example—that do the same story. It 
1S Superman put on for overseas consumption. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, your entire budget was spent on a 
sort of Superman thriller ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes; a definitely juvenile program. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Ayres, we asked you this in executive 
session, and I know it is sometimes unp leasant to discuss your co- 
workers, but will you tell us whether you think the individu: ils respon 
sible for the type of material put out were loyal to America and want 
to give the truth about this country to the rest of the world, or what 
type of indiv 9 ils do you feel they are ? 

Mr. Ayres. I do not think they saw the son about the country as 
we did in the Latin American Division. I do not believe that I ean 
say that these people were subversives, because el have no proof of that, 
but I do feel that there are m: inv ways of gaging what you think is 
the truth about a country. There was at one time what the "vy called 
the full and fair picture of the United States, in which they would 
quote articles attacking us, as well as those that sustained our point 
of view, and felt that that made credible output for our audience. 
We felt on the other hand that we were in the information business, 
which is propaganda; that we should sustain our national point of 
view and not express other points of view that might attack us. 
Between those two, there is an area of perhaps fuzzy thinking where 


it 
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a man may feel that his point, his attitudes are the way to t ll the 
story of the United States. I do not think that belo vs in an infor 
mation program, and I think that is what existed here. 

Senator Jackson. Might I ask a question at that point, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

Mr. Ayres, if you are talking to an intelligent audience, would we 
not be making greater and more effective headway if we tried to be 
objective about cuitaslioadt In other words. the Russians constantly 
announce on their programs that they are not on ly the best people on 


earth, but they have discovered everyth in o from the beoh ning of 
/ mankind and they have predated Marx Leninist doctrine to be retro- 


active. I suppose if the Christian religion will serve their purpose, 
they will claim Christ in the name of Lenin and Marx. 

Now, their programs after a while became ridiculous, and I am 
wondering whether in fact there appears in some of our programs 
things that are critical of us, and at the same time laudatory of us, if 
that in itself necessarily, is bad propaganda? I do not like to use the 
word “propaganda,” because it has a connotation of something false. 
I mean in the eyes of the average citizen, when you say, “This is so 
much propaganda,” I think there is a general impression that we are 
trying to put over a line. 

id you get my question, Mr. Ayres? 

Mr. Ayres. Yes, I think I did, and I will try to answer it in this way. 

First of all, about the word “propaganda,” in our area, Latin Amer 
ica, propaganda is the term used for advertising, so it does not have 
the possibly ugly connotation that we may feel it would have domes 
tically, and I think possibly we feel that it does because we are rathe1 
self-effacing often, and we do not boast so much about our achieve- 
ments as sometimes we have been criticized for. 

Now, we can, of course, bring up criticism of ourselves. We feel in 
general the full stories are imported to our areas by the news wire 
services, and the editors ther re can choose whi: at part of the S tory the Vv 
want and how they want to play it. 

Senator Jackson. You mean the papers in South America? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. In fact, in all parts of the world, except behind the 
Iron Curtain. Everyone knows who listens to us that we are the Voice 
of America—in other words, the radio branch of the United States 
Government. They also know that when they have a press release 
from our embassies, that it bears the official stamp, it comes from the 
embassies, and they expect it to reflect our national point of view. It 
is not surprising to them if it sustains our own national interest. 

Senator Jackson. I agree with you, but what I am getting at is this: 
The world knows that the Russians in giving out their propaganda 
vive out a completely one-sided picture. I am wondering if we should 
not be a bit cautious in not following the same method that they use ? 

Mr. Ayers. Weare very cautious about that, siz 

Senator Jackson. Do you see what I mean? 

Mr. Ayers. Indeed I do. 

Senator Jackson. If we paint a completely rosy picture of every- 
thing perfect in America, it sounds a bit like something coming out of 
Moscow. I mean everything they send out is nothing but the best. 
and it 1s so pre pos terous that thinking people clo not believe it. sure, 
there are certain peop le th: at are credulous e nough to believe some of 
those things. 
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Mr. Ayers. And furthermore, subsequent events prove that their 
contentions are not true. However, over the vears of broadcasting 
news and information, we have always en sized 1 th in output 
We do not color stories. We do not change t facts. We give a true 
story. 

Senator JACKSON. : understand that, but t us get down to spe 
cifics. Would it not bea cvood idea, for instance, to sav that we have 
not eliminated ae problem of discrimination } the United States, 


that we do have it. but that we are maki gra bold and determined effort 


to eliminate it, and that actually minorities are better treated in the 
United States than any other country ¢ 

Mr. AYeErRs. We do tell that story. 

Senator Jackson. You do not say that it does not exist. 

Mr. Ayers. We do not. 

Senator Jackson. I think it sood to be critical in that sense. I do 
not mean criticism that is obviously slanted the other way. But I am 
not so sure that information that is given all in one tone is necessarily 
effective information. 

Mr. Ayers. We do not try to hide our blemishes or faults. We have 
told the story of racial minorities in the States. and we have shown 
how progress has been made. 

Senator Jackson. And that is particularly effective in South 
America ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. It may be effective, and it may 

Senator JACKSON. I recognize that a color problem exists in South 
America. 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Senator a ACKSON. I say there is a real Olt problem in South 
America. 

Mr. Ayers. But it varies from place to plac 

Senator J ACKSON., That is right. But | mean almost 1n every coun 
try you have a definite color problem. The biggest country in South 
America is Brazil. I do not think we need to elaborate or say that 
there is not a color problem. 

Let me ask you another question. Do you feel that there is some 
sort of conspiracy in the Department to either make the news broad 
casts or the information that is being disseminated slanted in such a 
way that it is ineffective, or that it does not do the job? Is that the 
general idea that exists in your mind? 

Mr. Ayers. I can spea ik with aut hority only about the area in 
which I work. 

Senator Jackson. I meant your Division. 

Mr. Ayers. No, there is no such conspiracy in our Division. We 
know that our writers are loyal Americans and they do their best to 
tell the story as truthfully and as far in the national interest as they 
ean. 

Senator Jackson. Are the people above them that pass on your 
material the Overseas Service ? 

Mr. Ayers. There are various elements in the Voice. Fortunately, 
if the news that comes from our central news room might appear not 
to give the story as we have found it in the other wire services, we are 
allowed to use our own judgment in editing that news and in portray- 
ing it as we know the story has been. 
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Senator Jackson. I am trying to pinpoint the people who are in 
terfering with what you think—or if that is not the proper word, 
you state it in vour own words—that are interfering with these pro 
grams, that vou feel are not being carried out. 

Mr. AYERs. ‘| ere have been time when the source of our news has 
| as not reported the Story 


not been as we felt it should have been. It 


fully. There have been certain omissions. 

Senator Jackson. There is a difference between a conspiracy and 
Ineptness and Incompetence or failure to understand information 
objectives. I am just trying to find out whether you feel there is a 
premeditated and designed attempt. 

Mr. Ayers. I have felt that personally on the part of various people. 
| do hot know how well organiZ «| it has been Ww ithin the Voice. But 
the re have been instances where outpul has been misdirected. 

Senator Jackson. Will you submit those names to the committee ¢ 
I do not think it probably ought to be done in open session. 

Mr. Conn. I think the witness has submitted certain names to the 
committee, Senator. 

Senator Jackson. In executive session / 

Mr. Conn. Yes. 

Che CHarmman. This witness has submitted names of individuals 
who he does not consider Pood loyal Americans, at least not the type 
of loyal Americans that should be running the information program, 
and we did not think those names should be submitted in the public 
session, until we had a chance to run a check on them and get further 
information. 

Senator Jackson. That is all. 

Senator McCietitan. Mr. Chairman, without identifying persons 
coming within the category you have referred to, I do think the public 
record should show clearly who had the responsibility for this pro 
gram, and who made the decisions that resulted in the waste of this 
money. We gave to the Secretary of State in a reorganization plan, 
I think in 1952, very broad powers to reorganize the Department, 
clearly defining lines of authority in conformity with the Hoover 
Commission recommendation, so that when something developed such 
as this, someone could be held responsible. I should like for you to 
name your superiors in line of authority, and identify them, so that 
we can determine who was responsible, who made the final decisions, 
so that we can develop that, expose it, and then call those parties in 
here to account and see whether they can explain it. 

Mr. Coun. That is with reference to the Overseas Service Branch 
Senator McClellan. 

Mr. Ayers. The person in charge was Robert Bauer. 

The CyHatrman. I do not think you understood Senator MeClel- 
lan’s question. He wants the line of authority, starting with you 
yourself on up. 

Mr. Ayers. My chief is Stephen Baldanza, Chief of the Latin 
American Division. 

The Cuatrman. How do you spell it? 

Mr. Ayers. B-a-l-d-a-n-z-a. 

Senator McCLettan. Did he make the decisions over vou with 
respect to this situation that you have testified about, or did he agree 
with your position ? 


* 
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Mr. Ayers. Yes; he agreed with my position. He was greatly dis- 
turbed by the whole series, and did not want it from the start. 

Senator McCLet.ian. So he is not responsible; he agreed with you. 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Senator McCLe ian. Let us go to the next position of authority. 

Mr. Ayers. Above Mr. Baldanza is Mr. Puhan, who was Chief of 
the Program Division at that time and is now program manager, 

Senator McCie.tian. He is now program manager? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

Senator McCLetian. What was his position? Did he support your 
view or did he support the position that was actually carried out in 
the program ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. Well, sir, we did not bring specific scripts to his atten- 
tion, because that was done on our level where we did the work of 
programing. So I doubt if he ever knew very much about our argu- 
ments over the content of it. We carried that out ourselves, and tried 
tostraighten the matter out. We went to him because we felt Overseas 
was usurping our authority. They had produced another series which 
we did not want. 

Senator McCLetian. Did he agree with you or disagree with you? 

Mr. Ayers. He agreed with us. 

Senator McCietian. All right; let us go to the next one. 

Mr. Ayers. He is the direct chief of Mr. Bauer of the Overseas 
Services Branch, and the decision would not have gone any further 
than Mr. Puhan. He made the directive at that time that Overseas 
Services should get together with us and should not produce anything 
without our approval. So he directed them to cooperate with us. 

Senator McCie.tian. Did they cooperate? 

Mr. Ayers. No; they did not. 

Senator McCie.tian. Who is responsible for their not cooperating ? 

Mr. Ayers. The chief of their division is responsible for that. 

Senator McCieLttan. Who is he? 

Mr. Ayers. Mr. Bauer. In that a chief is responsible for what hap- 
pens through his subordinates. 

Senator McCLe.ian. Who is over Mr. Bauer ? 

Mr. Avers. We go back to Mr. Puhan again, who is his chief. Mr. 
Bauer is on a level with Mr. Baldanza. 

Senator McCietian. I am trying to place the responsibility. Who 
had the final responsibility, Puhan or Bauer? 

Mr. Ayers. Bauer had it under Puhan’s directive to cooperate 
with us. 

Senator McCrtetian. He failed to cooperate ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCLettan. Where is he now ? 

Mr. Ayers. He is still in New York as Chief of the Field Services 
Division. 

Senator McCietuian. Has he been promoted ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCLetitan. Have you been promoted ? 

Mr. Ayers. My promotion is in an acting status. 

Senator McCiectian. An acting status 

Mr. Ayers. It is subject to confirmation. 

Senator Jackson. Is that subject to committee action ? 
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Senator McCuetian. I do not know. If this committee is going to 
use all this time and effort to investigate, I think somewhere down 
the line we should get some results and people who are responsible for 
the mismanagement of Government affairs and these programs ought 
to be called to account. 

The CHarrMa May I say, Mr. McClellan, that the committee al- 

eady has moor ac ins soft ir as Baker East and Baker West are 

pinieaade and if the action which Dr. Compton suggested yesterday 
is followed through, it will save $18,000,000. That is not bad for 
the first week. 

Senator McCietnan. No, I think we can doa little more now. That 
is What lam try ing todo. What lam trying to determine is whether, 
in the case of your superiors in the course of the line of authority, 
there was any evidence to you of any conscientious purpose to provide 
or use scripts calculated to offset Communist propaganda, that was 
detrimental to the United States? 

Mr. Ayers. May I ask by that do you mean did someone who was 
my superior support the scripts that were counter to our interest or 
refuse scripts that would have been in our taneweann' 

Senator McCLetian. Both. 

Mr. Ayrrrs. No, sir, I would say nobody above me did that. Our 
trouble was a unit or office on our own level. 

Senator McCuetnan. Did anybody above you undertake to correct 
that when you called it to his attention ¢ 

Mr. Avers. When we called it to Mr. Puhan’s attention he did direct 
that they cooperate with us. 

Senator McCLeLtnan. Was that direction carried out? 

Mr. Ayers. I personally do not think so, though I am sure that 
there are memos supporting cooperation. 

‘The Cuatrman. May I interrupt, please? The picture I have got- 
ten from you, and other witnesses, so far, Mr. Ayers, is that it is almost 
impossible to find where the authority Iodges. You have complete 
administrative and budgetary confusion. Is that a correct 
desc ription ¢ 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, it is, sir, because no final authority was given in 
the order setting up Overseas Services. They were told to cooperate 
with us, and to produce on our approval; yet they could originate ma- 
terial, and they were in a position to assert authority not outlined for 
them. 

The Cuatrman. The final result in your desk was that you spent 
at the rate of 14 to 1, 14 for entertainment programs, juvenile ore 
grams, to 1 for good material exposing the Communist movement, 
that right? 

Mr. AYERS. The one in this case was merely for anniversary pro- 
crams, that is to say, Washington’s Birthday, Thanksgiving, and so 


t 


forth, that are not what we would call hard-hitting anti-Communist 


programs. 

The CnHarrman. The other day you gave us an estimate of $50,000 
spent on this entertainment program. 

Mr. Ayrrs. Fifty to sixty thousand dollars; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Would you compare the cost of one of these so- 
called Superman programs with the program which your Department 
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could produce, a program which you thought would be of some 
benefit ? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes, sir. There it cost Overseas approximately $1,100 
to do a program because they have no facilities for production, no 
writers or studios of their own. They vo out and make contracts 
for it. Whereas it costs us in the neighborhood of $180 to perhaps 
$250 or $275 to produce the same half-hour program, because we are 
set up to be producers. We have directors, we have writers, and we 
have people who have good voices. 

The CyarmmMan. And you say it cost how much for the program 
they produce ? 

Mr. Ayers. $1,100. 

The CuarrMan. So it is about 6 to 1? 

Mr. Ayers. Yes. 

The Crarrman. I am going to ask Mr. Ayers to step down for the 
time being. Wemay want to call him later. 

Counsel, do you have documents which you wish to put in the 
record 2 

Mr. Conn. Yes, Mr. Chairman. ‘This is an exhibit received in evi- 
dence by the committee in executive session in New York under date 
ot February 3, 1953, and it comes from the Department of State in 
Washington. It is entitled “Information Policy for Use of Mate- 
rials Produced by Controversial Persons.” It is signed by Bradley 
Connors, Assistant Administrator for Policy and Plans of the United 
States Department of State. This memorandum, Mr. Chairman, was 
received by the Voice of America as an instruction concerning the use 
of materials by certain controversial persons. In the course of the 
memorandum, the Voice of America and other parts of the United 
States Information Service and programs are given discretion to use 
the works of an author known as Howard Fast. 

Phe Cramman. Will you read that paragraph ? 

Mr. Coun. Yes. It says: 

Similarly, if—like Howard Fast—he is known as a Soviet-endorsed author, 
materials favorable to the United States in some of his works may thereby be 
given a special credibility among selected key audiences. 

The memorandum then goes on to give—— 

The Cuarrman. The entire memorandum will be inserted in the 
record at this time. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 4” and will 
be found in the appendix on p. 144.) 

The Cuatrman. I should note for the record when this was called 
to Mr. Dulles’ attention at the executive sessions which we had in 
New York, the new Secretary of State Dulles canceled this memo- 
randum and ordered that it not be followed. 

Is Mr. Howard Fast inthe room? Mr. Fast, will you step forward ? 

Will you identify the gentleman with you? 

Mr. Fast. My attorney, Mr. Benedict Wolf. 

The Cuatrman. Your lawyer, Mr. Benedict Wolf. 

Mr. Fast. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Fast, you have already been sworn. You are 
merely reminded that the oath is still in effect. Counsel may proceed. 
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TESTIMONY OF HOWARD FAST, ACCOMPANIED BY BENEDICT WOLF, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 


Mr. Coun. Are you Howard Fast, the author ‘ 

Mr. Fasr. I am. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Fast, are you now a member of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Fast. I will refuse to answer that question, basing my refusal 
to answer on the rights granted to me by the first amendment to the 
Constitution, and by the fifth amendment to the Constitution, which 
fuarantees my right against self-incrimination. 

The Cratrman. The witness is entitled to refuse if he feels that his 
answer might incriminate him 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Fast, have you ever been a member of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Fasr. I refuse to answer that question on the same ground I 
stated before. 

Mr. Coun. Are you the author of certain books that have been 
published ? 

Mr. Fasr. You will have to make your question more specific, I 
am afraid. 

Mr. Coun. Have you ever written a book that has been published ? 

Mr. Fasr. I have. 

Mr. Coun. Is Citizen Tom Paine one of your works? 

Mr. Fast. It is. 

Mr. Coun. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
wrote Citizen Tom Paine? 

Mr. Fasr. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons I] 
gave before. 

Mr. Conn. Were you a member of the Communist Party at the 
time you wrote any of the books under your authorship which have 
been published ? 

Mr. Fasr. I refuse to answer that question for the same reason I 
cave before. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Fast, when you appeared before the committee 
in New York you told us that the Army services had reprinted a 
sizable number of your books, and also the State Department, I believe 
Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt worked in the reproduction of one. At that 
time we ordered you to present to the committee all of your accounts 
showing any moneys received from any grants of the Government, or 
any bureau that was semigovernment. Do you have those books with 
you today ? 

Mr. Fast. I have with me all of the records on that subject which 
were in my possession. 

The CHatrmMan, Can you tell us at this time how much money you 
have received directly or indirectly from any Government agency or 
any quasi-Government agency ? 

Mr. Fast. I can tell you approximately, and I shall also have to 
correct my statement in New York City, which, as you recall, was—— 

The CrarrMan. Will you speak a little louder, Mr. Fast? 

Mr. Fast. I shall have to correct my former statement which was 
a statement based on the recollection of what had taken place 10 
years before. 
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The money | received from the Government would be about the fol 
lowing amounts: Some three thousand and a few odd dollars, three 
thousand ten or twenty or thirty, a few dollars over $3,000, as wages 
from the Office of War Information. I have a record of $100 from 
the Office of War Information for the purchase of rights to publish 
Citizen Tom Paine in a number of languages. Do you want me to 
specify the languages ? 

The Cuairman. What was the date of your employment with OWI? 

Mr. Fasr. There, too, I shall have to revise my previous statement, 
which was based on a recollection of many years before. The date I 
now have is that 1 commenced employment on the 16th of December 
1942, or at least it says that is the date that my appointment to the 
Office of War Information became effective, and I was officially sep- 
arated in January of 1944, but I went off salary and off active work 
toward the end of 1943. The exact date when I ceased to receive sal 
ary in 1943 I couldn’t find, but I am sure that date exists in the records 
of the Office of War Information. I don’t have it in my records. 

The CHatrrMAN. You received a total of $3,000 from OWL? 

Mr. Fast. In wages, a little over that. 

The Cuaimman. I do not quite follow that. You were on from 
December 16, 1942 to — ury 1944. That isa period of over 2 years. 
That would give you a salary of only about $1,500 a year, 

Mr. Fastr. No, nota a iod of over 2 years, Senator. 

The Cuairman. December 16, 1952, I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Fast. It isa little over 1] year. 

The Cuamman. What other moneys did you receive from the Gov- 
ernment ¢ 

Mr. Fasr. I want to explain why I did not receive the full amount 
vou see, according to this document I was hired by the Office of War 
Information at the wages of $4,600 per annum, but I did not put ina 
full year of employment with them. I went off wages before I was 
oflicially separated. 

Senator Jackson. Why did you leave OWL? 

Mr. Fast. Because the pi uticular work I was doing there had been 
completed. 

Senator Jackson. Did you quit? 

Mr. Fasr. I resigned. 

The CuHatrmMan. Did you know any other me »mbers of the Com- 
munist Party working in OWL at the time you were working in OWL? 

Mr. Fasr. I will refuse to answer that question for the same reason 
civen before. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman, may I ask at that point? 

The Cuarrman. Certainly. In other words, you refuse to answer 
that question on the grounds of self-incrimination $ 

Mr. Fasr. Correct. 

The CuatrmMan. You havea right to. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Fast, who was Director of OWI when you 
were employed, do you recall ? 

Mr. Fasr. I really don’t recall. You mean the top director? 

Senator Dirksen. Yes. 

Mr. Fast. The National Director- 

Senator Dirksen. Was Mr. Davis the Director ? 

Mr. Fast. I was going to say, Mr. Elmer Davis, but I wouldn’t be 
absolutely certain. 


29708—53—pt. 2——4 
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Senator Jackson. Was Palmer White Deputy Director at that time. 

Mr. Fasr. The name sounds familiar—— 

Senator Jackson. Or Acting Director at one time? 

Mr. Fasr. But I couldn’t say now. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Fast, do you know anyone in the Voice of 
America as of today who is a me mber of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Fasr. I refuse to answer that question, too, on the same grounds 
I stated before. 

The Cuarrman. The same grounds; again you mean the grounds 
that if you answered it might incrimin: ate you? 

Mr. Fasr. Yes, the fifth amendment’s guar: anty against self-incrimi- 
nation. 

The Cuatrman. Do you have any friends in the State Department 
as of today who are members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Fasr. I would refuse to answer that question, too, on the same 
grounds. 

The CuHatrman. The answer is on the grounds of self-incrimina- 
tion / 

Mr. Fast. Correct. 

The Cuairman. I believe you told us that the Army services printed 
a sizable number of your books. Will you tell us now whether you 
were a member of the Communist Party at the time you wrote those 
books which the Army reprinted ¢ 

Mr. Fasr. I will refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as stated before. 

The CHamrMan. On the grounds of self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Fast. Yes. 

The Cuamman. I believe you told us also that the State Depart- 
ment translated your books into a sizable number of languages, and 
had them reprinted. Will you tell us now whether you were a member 
of the Communist Party at the time you wrote the books which the 
State De partment fin: ally translated and distributed ? 

Mr. Fast. | am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
same grounds as before, but I want to correct again-—— 

The CuHatrmMan. I think the record should show clearly each time, 
Mr. Fast, when you refuse—— ; 

Mr. Fasr. On the grounds of the fifth amendment and my guaranty 
against self-incrimination. , 

Here, if I may, Senator, I would like to correct my testimony in the 
New York sop nat I believe I stated that Citizen Tom Paine was con- 
tracted for by the State Department. If I did, if that was my testi- 
mony, it Was incorrect, as this document shows that the contract was 
made by the Office of War Information, and not by the State Depart- 
ment. Your use of the term Army edition—I don’t recall your exact 
usage for my other books—— F 

The CrarrMan. I think you described it in New York as having 
been put out by Army Services. 

Mr. Fast. I will correct that. I believe the title was the “Edition 
for the Armed Services”—“ Editions for the Armed Services.” That 
was an organization set up by New York City publishers through the 
Council of Books in Wartime, and not a Government organization, but 
a private organization. 

The Cuarmrman. Mr. Symington. 
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Senator Symrneron. As I understand, you refuse to answer 
whether you are now a member of the Communist Party; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Fast. That is correct. 

Senator Syminetron. If you area — the Communist Party, 
sincerely, why are you not proud of it, instead of being ashamed of it? 

(Witness consults his counsel.) 

Senator Symineron. I did not ask your lawyer; I asked you. 

Mr. Fast. I will refuse to answer you for the same grounds, basing 
my refusal on the fifth amendment and its right against self- 
incrimination. 

The Carman. You refuse to answer whether you are ashamed or 
proud of being a member of the Communist Party on the ground 
that if you answer it might incriminate you? 

Mr. Fast. That is correct. 

Senator Porrer. Were you a member of the Communist Party 
when you were employed by the Government in OWL? 

Mr. Fasr. I refuse to answer that question, basing myself on the 
fifth amendment and the guaranty on self-incrimination which it 
gives me. In refusing to answer this question—I am sorry, I don’t 
know your name. Are you a Senator? 

Senator Porrer. Yes. I work for the Gove ent. 

The CHatrMan. Senator Potter. 

Mr. Fast. 1 am sorry. In invoking the fifth amendment and its 
priv ileges to refuse to answer your question, I would just like to make 
these observations about the origin of this priv iege and its incorpora 
tion in the fifth amendment 

Che CHatrrMAN, The committee will not receive a lecture from the 
witness. 

Mr. Fasr. I would appreciate the privilege. This is not in the 
form of a lecture, sir. I invoke the privilege—— 

The Cuatrman. We are not asking you for an explanation of the 
Constitution of the United States. We are granting you the right 
to refuse to answer any question which you think might incriminate 
you. 

Mr. Fast. Don’t you think basing myself on the Constitution 
obligates me to say a word or two about the origins of this! Iam a 
student of American history and have been for many years. 

The CHatmrman. Mr. Fast, you a ordered to answer the questions 
only. We are not going to take a lecture from a man who refuses to 
state whether he is a member of the Communist Party at this moment. 
We are not going to have a lect re from him on the Constitution of 
the United States. We do not think we need it. You will answer 
the question. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Fast, during that period of time in American 
history there were many other people working for the Government 
whose loyalty had to be above reproach, in a much more hazardous 
position that you served in, and whose loyalty today they are willing 
to demonstrate by saying that they are not dedicated to carrying out 

Mr. Fasr. Don’t you think basing myself on the Constitution 
to our own foreign policy and our own way of life. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, I have a question I would like to 
ask. You mentioned that from the OWI you had received substan 
tially $3,000 in fees and salary. Since your separation from the OW] 
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have you received any money from the Federal Government in any 
way fo. any services O1 any writings ¢ 

Mr. Fast. Yes. 

Senator Munp1 Will you recapit ilate that financial transaction ? 

Mr. Fasr. To the best of my recollection insofar as ny records 
cover it. I received $100 from the Office of War Information, subse- 
quent to my separation, for the rights in Citizen Tom Paine, which 
| mentioned before. and | Was also eng vec 1) the spring ot L944 on 
‘a special project for the Signal Corps Photographic Center, the 
making of a film on the American Tradition. 

Senator Munpr. Would that be in Washington, New York, or 
where / 

Mr. Fasr. In New York ity. While ] worked on this project I 
received wages of S1IZ.50 a dav. ‘To the best of my recollection ] do 
not have a record of the leneth of my service—but to the best of my 


recollection It was bet wee} | and 5 weel 


Now, insofar as I can determine, this is the only money I have 
received from the Government since my separation from the Office 
of War Information. 

senarol Mi NDT. Have any hooks or public ations on which you have 
royalty rights been used by the Government since 1944 In any way 
as fara you know ? 

Mr. Fasr. As far as I know, I cannot recall any such use. 

Senator Munpr. You do not know whether they ever pure hased any 
oO} your hooks for use in our information libraries overseas / 

Mr. Fast. | pre ume that they have since my hooks are widely 
read, but I have no specific information. 

The ((HAIRMAN. You presume the Vo ce has purchased some of 
your books, but you do not know. 

Mr. Ast. No: I didn’t Say th it. When ( ongressman Mundt Sen- 
ator Mundt, I am sorry—said institutions I thought he meant libraries 
and things of that sort. I have no knowledge of any purchase of 
my work by the Voice of America. 

The CHatrMan. Do you know whether the International Inftorma- 
tion Administration has purchased any of your books? 

Mr. Fast. No, sir: I do not. 

The Cn AIRMAN, You do not know. It might be a “ood idea if our 
taff would get a list of all books purchased by the information 
program. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Fast, I would like to read a statement from 
this memorandum and ask you a question or two about it. The memo- 
randum is dated February 3, and signed by Mr. W. Bradley Connors, 
of the State Department, and talks about controversial authors. Then 
he says, and I quote: 
if—like Howard Fast—he is known as a Soviet-endorsed author, materials 
favorable to the United States in some of his works may thereby be given a 
special credibility among selected key audiences, 


Are you in fact known as a Soviet-endorsed author ? 

Mr. Fast. I don’t know what I am known as. 

Senator Munpr. Have any of your works been endorsed by Soviet 
critics or authorities? 

Mr. Fast. You will have to spell out your question. I don’t know 
what such endorsement means, or what you mean. 
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Senator Munpr. Have they been commented upol favorably ¢ 
Senator Jackson. Have they had favorable book reviews? 
Mr. Fast. By Soviet critics? Indeed, ves. 

Senator Jackson. In the Literary Gazette ? 


Mr. Fast. | dor " how spec fically. I k ow they have | ad favor 
able book reviews ! Russian art cles. 

Senator Jackson. In Pravda and other Russian papers? 

Mr. Fast. I presume so. 

Senator Munpr. So you d no part cular fault with that state 


ment of Mr. Connors that you are known as a Soviet-endorsed author. 
You have noey idence to the cor trary 6 

Mr. Fasr. I don’t understand what such a statement means. I-was 
asked a question before about whether my books were reviewed favor 
ably in the Soviet Union, and I answered that 
vere, many of them were. 

Senator Munpr. You say vou do not understand what it means. 
If you have no objection to the statement, I have no desire to pursue 
the question any further. 

Senator McCiettan. Mr. Fast, are you sincere and conscientious 
in invoking the fifth amendment—— 

Mr. Fast. I am, sir. 

Senator McCLetLtaNn. In refusing to answer these questions ? 

Mr. Fasr. I am, sir. 

Senator McCLeLnan., Do vou conscientiously feel that 
answer truthfully that it would incriminate you ? 

Mr. Fasr. Yes, sir, and let me say that in feeling so and having 
this feeling, I can point again, and I must point, to the origin of the 
privilege among the Puritans in England in the 17th and 16th 
centuries. 

Senator McCLetuan. Mr. Chairman, I am not arguing with him. 
I am trying to ask you simple questions about your feelings and 
whether you are conscientious 

Mr. Fasr. Sir, this is not a simple question. This is a question 
that goes to the depths of my conscience as an American. 

Senator McCretian. Here is one that is simple, if you want to 
argue about it. Do you believe in the overthrow of the United States 
Government by force and violence ? 

Mr. Fast. That question I will have to refuse to answer basing 
myself upon the privilege granted to me by the fifth amendment. 

Senator McCietian. I grant you that privilege, but I reserve my 
opinion. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Fast, were you ever called to a conference in 
the White House ? 

Mr. Fast. I didn’t hear your question. 

The CHarrMan. Were you ever called to a conference in the White 
House ? 

Mr. Fast. I was not. 

The CuarrMan. Were you ever in the White House? 

Mr. Fasr. I was. 

The CHarman. How many times? 

Mr. Fasr. Once, I believe. I am trying to recollect whether I was 
there as a sightseer before that. As far as I can recollect, once. 

The Cuamman. You are invited to the White House by whom? 

Mr. Fast. By President Roosevelt and his wife. 


insofar as I knew they 


if you did 
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Che CuarrmMan. Were vou invited by both of them o1 by one? 

Mr. Fasr. The invitation I believe came from Franklin Delano 
Roos tand } wife, insota i | i recollect. 

Phe CHammMan. At ou sure of that? 

li | | l ore 

the Cn MAN. £4 ( of that / 

Mr. Fast. I say i lea lect. I do not have the inv 
tat 1} of) 

the Cuatro ! yy { raid me end that meeting 
a cit ( 

Mr. Fas It \ oO li luncheon and the Presi- 
dent was t re 

The Cuarman. And Mrs. Ros elt ¢ 

Mr. Fast Irs 

Phe CnarrMan. V Mi Roosevelt present ? 

Mr. Fasr. Yes, Mi d Mrs. Roosevelt were present. 

The Ciamman, \ re there any othe! Communists present at that 
lunches 

Mr. Fasr. I will rei to answer that question for the same grounds 
I stated before, inv “ng my } rivilege against self-incrimination as 
guaranteed by the fit Wm iment to the Constitution. 

Phe Cramman. You have a right to refuse to answer. Will you 
give e hames r the first, roughly how many were at this 


luncheon / 

Mr. Fast. In the first pl ice I didn’t count, and in the second place 
ry ismany years ago 

Senator Jackson. What was the nature of the luncheon? What 


wis 1 ¢ illed fo! 

My: I AST. | aol | chow that { had inv nature. It was a luncheon 
reception for a number of people. , 

The CHarrmMan. Roughly how many? 

M Fast. 1 couldn’ iv. This was 9 years ago, and | simply 
coulant Say. 

The CuHarman,. A visit to the White House in the life of a man 


who refuses to answer whether he wants to overthrow our Government 
by. force and violence — 

Mr. Fasr. I think that is uncalled for. 

‘The Cuairman. Is not an everyday occurrence. Wait until I finish. 
[ assume it was a rather important event in your life, and being rather 
lmportant, you should have some idea as to roughly the number of 
peopie, vhether it was 10 people, or 20 or 100 or 1.000. 

Mr. hk AST. l have always been ve ry dubious about the people who 
comment with SU h accuracy on WIithess stands on what took place LO 
or 15 years ago. Iam not capable of such recollection. I have lived 
a full life, and events of 10 years ago are not very clear in my mind 
I would not care, being under oath, to offer guesses any more than I 
have to. There were a number of people there. There were more 
than 10 people, I would say that. That is about as far as I would care 
to go 

The CratrRMANn, Would you say there were less than 20 or would 
/ 


you know 
Mr. Fast. I couldn’t say that, but I want to add, Senator— 
The Cuairman. In other words, you do not know whether there 
were more or less than 20? 
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Mr. F Ast. ] wouldn't say there were less than 20. I want to ay, if 
you have a right to make observations abs ub my advocating the over- 
throw of the Government by force and violence, and my refusal to 


answer questions, you should give me the right to comment on the 


privilege acainst self-incrimination. What I sav aoe out of these 


halls, and I believe the people ive the rightt Ind | tO KNOW 
what this privilea means, what t meant his orically 
The CHarrMan. Mr. Fast, you can write a book « that, 14 yu 


care to. 

Mr. last. Yes, and I think it would be profitable to read the books 
I have written. 

The CHatrmMan. Thank you, 

Mr. Fast. Profitable in terms of knowi 
and what its heritage is. 

The Cuairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Fast. Do I understand 
the total amount of m«¢ ney that you received either directly or in- 


ig what our country means 


directly from any Gvovernment agency Or any quas} Government agency 
amounted to less than $4,000, is that correct 

Mr. Fasr. I would say in the 1 ele@hborhood of $4,000. 

The Cuatrman. You were ordered to go over your books and give us 
the exact figure. Is there any reason why you cannot give us that 
heure right down to dollars and cents 4 


Mr. Fast. I can eive it to vou fairly exactly, but there are holes in 






a 
} 


I) \ records. These hole can be easil’ ‘filled n by Gover! ment records. 
Here are my records in dollars and cents. 

The CHarrMAN. Just the total figure. I want the total figure. 

Mr. Fasr. As far as the Office of War Information is concerned, and 
employment there, according to my records I commenced employment 
on December 16, 1942, at the salary of $4,600 per annum. I would 
believe that this would indicate an earning of about $150 in 1942 

The Cuairman. Mr. Fast, I merely want you to give me the total 
amount of money which you have received from any Government 
agency or any quasi-Government agency. At this time I am not 
asking for a breakdown. You may submit your records to the staff. 
They will break it down for us. 

Mr. F Ast. You may have the re ‘ords 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Jackson, I think you had a question to ask 
after he answers my last question. 

Mr. Fast. I believe the total is under $4,000. 

The Cuatrman. Can you say for certain under oath that it is 
under $5,000, giving you some latitude / 

Mr. Fast. You see, I don’t trust my memory too much any more 
after the last session. I am saying under oath I believe it is under 
$4,000. I think that is sufficient. I know these records exist and can 
be checked. 

The CHarrRMANn. It is not sufficient for this committee. We have 
heard these statements from many witnesses. Can you say under 
oath it was less than $10,000 ? 

Mr. Fast. Yes, yes. 

The Cyarrman. Mr. Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Fast, do you recall signing an oath at the 
time you were employed with the OWI to the effect that you were 
not a member of an organization that advocated the overthrow of the 
Government by force and violence, or words to that effect 
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Mr. Fast. I am going to refuse to answer that question, invok 
the rights granted to me of self-1n ition under the fifth amend 
ment. 

Senator Jackson. It rye tate 1 er you actually sign 
al oath as required by law. T) itis a Tact. Phat 1s not a question 01 
self-Incrimination. 

Mr. | asT. I th nk the privilege vit n answer to that questio} 

The CHatrmMan. I beli ve, Senator Jackson, that the witness woul 
have the privilege to ref » to state ut yned such an athdavit 
because six han aflidavit could be the ba for criminal prosecutlo 

Senator JACKSON. You are aware of t fact that Congress on July 
Y 1942. or rather the President, apy ed, 1 believe, a rider to ar 
appropriation bill, now title \ of the General Provisions of the Fed 
eral Statute, section 501, making it mandatory for every Federal 
employee, al d I believe Members of Congr is We ll—everyone who 
received Federal funds from the Federal Government—to sign an 
aflidavit attesting to the fact that thev are not a membe! of such organ 
Zation. Did you know th to be the law at that time 


Mr. Fasr. I can’t possibly say what I knew 11 years ago. How 
could 1 2 

Senator JACKSON. Let me ask you this question : Did you know 
that kederal employees were requ red to sig il aflidavit In connec 
tion with their employment as Federal employees in order to receive 
the pay ¢ 


Mr. Fasr. You mean did I know this 11 years ago‘ 
Senator JACKSON. |] mean in connection with your employment. 
Mr. Fasr. I am under oath. How can I possibly say what I knew 


ll years ago? 

Senator Jackson. If you do not know, say so. I am just asking 
Vou. It is not difficult to answer, It you cdo hot remember, you do 
not know. 

Mr. Fasr. I certainly don’t remember what I knew on this question 
ll years ago. 

Senator J ACKSON. Do you know it now 

Mr. Fasr. I have just heard you repeat it. 

Senator Jackson. Until then you did not know it? 

Mr. Fasr. Will you clarify your question? Do you mean do I 
know now that in 1942 this was the case? Did I know before vou 
asked this question ¢ 

Senator JaAcKson. I think the question Is pretty clear. Is this the 
first time you have heard of this provision in the law that I just quoted 
to you? 

Mr. Fasr. I think I had heard something or other of such a 
provision. 

Senator JACKSON. When did you first hear it ¢ 

Mr. Fast. I don’t know. I don’t reeall. 

Senator Jackson. You do not recall, You did not 20 off the pay 
roll ot OW] because ot thi pro\ ision. As | understand it. vou con 
tinued to do work, but not on the payroll, 1 believe that was your 
testimony earlier. , 

(Witness consults his counsel. ) 

Mr. Fast. When I went off the payroll, I did not continue to work 


at OWL. 
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Senator Jackson. I had understood that you worked for OWI 
between December of 1942 when your appointment papers went 
through and January, was it, of 19444 

Mr. Fasr. No. 

Senator J ACKSON, That employ ment was pel iodical and you eal ned, 
roughly, apereeney $3,000 during that time 


Mr. Fasr. No. The money | mentioned were wages paid for x 
steady run of emp lavas nt. A point came where I felt that the job 
I was doing there was finished. At that point 1 went off the payroll 


I was not yet ollie tally separated. lL wasa part of the staff without 
wages, insofar as I recollect. 

Senator Jackson. As I understand it, you went to work in Decen 
ber 1942. How long did you work continuously’ Ca 
ber, roughly? Iam not asking you specifically. 

Mr. Fast. I don’t have the records. 

Senator Jackson. But you earned $3,000 worth / 

Mr. Fast. I earned a little over $3,000. 

Senator Jackson. And you were hired at the rate of — 

Mr. Fasr. $4,600 per annum, 

Senator Jackson. | oy understood you to say earlier that you 
worked from December of 1942 to January of 1944. 

Mr. Fast. No: I am sorry you misunde rstood. 

Senator Jackson. Making it just a little over a year. 

Mr. Fasr. According to these wages that I have records of here, I 
must have worked about 8 months out of the 12. Apparently I went 
off the payroll but continued to be associated with the organization. 

Senator Jackson. Why did you go off the payroll and continue to 
be associated with the organization? Was it because of this affidavit ? 

Mr. Fasr. No; I can only say what I recollect at the time, and my 
recollection is that this was not infrequent, that a person would go 
off pay and he would later go back on pay, and that these were two 
separate questions. The question of separation from the organization 
and the question of ceasing to receive Ww: izes were separate questions. 
Even though a person ceased to receive wages, he remained a part of 
the organization. 

Senator Jackson. But your recollection is that you went off because 
your work terminated ¢ 

Mr. Fasr. That is my recollection. 

Senator JACKSON. And it had nothing to do with the affidavit that I 
referred to which is required by law for all Federal employees to 
swear to? 


1 you remet 


Mr. Fasr. That is my recollection. I am trying to testify honestly 
toa thing which I recollect very vague ly. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a couple of questions ? 

The CnatrmMan. May I ask the Senators to cut their questioning as 
short as possible. We have another witness from New York that I 
would like to put on the stand. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Fast, how old were you at the time you were 
employed by OWL? 

Mr. Fasr. Twenty-eight, I believe. 

Senator Porrer. What was vour draft status? 

Mr. Fasr. I lacked sight in one eve, to all effects and purposes. 
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Senator Porrer. Were you classified as 4-F'? 

Mr. Fast. No: not then. I got a very low draft number, and to fill 
in the time be tween then and what I knew would be an early draft 
eall, I went to work at the Office of War Information. | 

Senator Porrer. Did you have military service! Did you serve in 
the war? 

Mr. Fast. Previous to that? 

Senator Port R, Did you serve in van ld Wa r Il g 

Mr. Fasr. No. I was rejected | use of thi Ss eye condition, and 
subsequently I became a col candela n the last year of the war. 

Senator Porrer. You stated your classificati on was not } I, 

Mr. Fast. It was 4-F. I said it was not 4-F at the time I went to 
work for OWL. 

The CuHarrmMan. What was it at the t Ime you went to work for ¢ WI? 

Mr. Fasr. I had not yet gone Tor my medical eXamination. 

Senator Porri 4 Did vou ever receive a deferment because of your 
work with OWL? 

Mr. Fasr. No; I did not. 

Senator Porrrer. Did you ask for a deferme 

Mr. Fast. I did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the name of the doctor that examined you, 
if you know 4 

Mr. Fast. | have no notion. He Was a regular draft board doctor. 

Senator Porrrer. I have just one more question, Mr. Chairman. 
We are now in a war, and many men are being drafted. If it should 
become your duty, your obligation, to serve in our fight against com- 
munism in Korea, would you serve / 

Mr. ast. I have dedicated ny entire life to the service of my 
country. 

Senator Porrer. Would you serve? 

Mr. last. I would like to Say 

Senator Porrrr. That is a simple question 

Mr. Fasr. I would serve my country in an) capacity which could 
benefit or advance my country’s welfare. 

Senator Porrer. Are you saying 

Mr. Fast. Why is it that you people never ask will I serve in the 
strucole for peace, Lo prevent War, to Dring just ice and treedom here / 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Fast . 

Mr. Fasr. Of course, I will serve in any capacity that could benefit 
my country, that could aid my country. 

Senator Porrer. The question was very simple. Would you serve 
in the fight against communism in Korea ? 

Mr. Fast. You are asking me would I serve if I was called ? 

Senator Porrrr. Answer “yes” or “no.” 

Mr. Fast. If I was called into the service of my country, the answer 

~ yes. 

Senator Porrer. You have not answered the question, 

The CnarrMan. Mr. Fast, you are ordered to answer that question 
unless you want to claim the privilege. 

Mr. Fast. I would like the question to be clarified. What is the 
question ¢ 

Senator Porrer. If you were drafted to serve to fight the Com- 
munists in North Korea, would you do so? 
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Mr. Fast. If I were drafted into the service of my country, I would 
do so. I would accept the service of my country if I were drafted. 
That answer is plain. 

Senator Porrrer. To fight communism in Korea? 

Mr. Fast. Why don’t you ask me what you mean, would I accept— 

Senator Porrer. Why are you so nervous when we say fighting 
Communists ? 

Mr. Fast. I am not nervous; angry, but very calm. Don’t tell me 
IT am nervous. 

Senator Porrer. If drafted, would you fight communism in ere: 

Mr. Fast. If you add the last part of that question, I s part » to 
refuse to answer and invoke my privilege against self-incrimination, 
If, however, you ask me whether I will accept service in my conte S 
Army, I answer wedi Ba 

Senator Porrrr. That is service in our country’s Army and there 
are 130,000 casualties as a result of Communist bulle ts in ae a, and 
you refuse to answer whether you would serve in that capacity. 

Mr. Fast. Thatisa highly loaded statement, sir. 

Senator Porrer. It was loaded for 130,000, too, I will tell you that, 
Mr. Fast. 

Senator McCietian. Mr. Fast, may I ask you one other question? 
Under oath, now, you state you are perfectly willing to serve your 





country. Are you willing to serve your country now by telling the 
truth and answering the questions that have been asked you regarding 


your membership in and affiliation with the Communist Party? Are 
vou willing to serve your country by telling the American pt ople and 
this committee the truth ? 

Mr. Fasr. I must refuse to answer that question basing my refusal 
on the privilege granted to me in the fifth amendment, and in line 
with your words, sir, I wish you would allow me to spell out that 
pr ivile ‘ge and what it means ¢ and why Lam invoking it. 

Senator McCrieititan. All Americans—— 

Mr. Fasr. No, I don’t think everyone in this room knows this. Very 
few people know this. Why don’t you cive me a chance to state this? 

Senator McCLeELLANn. Write a book. That seems to be what you 
want to do. 

Mr. Fast. I shall and | have. 

Senator McCieitan. Write another 

Mr. Fast. Indeed I shall. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman, I would like to address one ques- 
tion to Mr. Fast and I would like to address it also to Mr. Wolf, because 
it 1S procedural. I am quite mindful that Mr. Wolf is not the witness. 
But would there be any difference in your answers if there existed on 
the statute books a statute that assured you of immunity against prose- 
cution for any answer that you might make ? 

Mr. Wotr. If you are asking it as a question— 

The Cuamman. Mr. Wolf. 

Mr. Fasr. He addressed the question to Mr. Wolf. 

The Cuarrman. I beg your pardon. 

Senator Dirksen. I did that, Mr. Chairman, because he is counsel 
for Mr. Fast and it is a procedural question. 

The CuatrrmMan. I would like to put him under oath if he answers it. 
I was talking to Senator McClellan and did not hear. The rule has 
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been that the witness can consult with his lawyer at any time he cares 
to, and we would not hear the |: iwyer. 

Mr. Wotr. My opinion is. of course, that if there is no danger of any 
iIncrimination, a person cannot ¢ laim the pl ivilege against self-inerim- 
ination. Or in fact, 1 would go a little furth er and say if there is no 
danger of peueiaibb for a crime. 

Senator DirksEN. Suppose the committee is pretty well agreed that 
there is a material question to which it needs an answer, and so that 
question is addressed to the witness. The witness may have rightly 


invoked the right he has under the fifth ame ndment. The committee 

might then be able to say under existing law we insist upon an answer, 

and you shall be assured immunity against prosecution if you do 

answer. Would the answer of the witness then be different than what 
has been ? 

Mr. Worr. In about 1856 there was an immunity statute with regard 
to conpremionas committees. Congress withdrew the immunity stat- 
ute, knowing that the privilege could be invoked, because what they 
Seated was happening was that witnesses would seek to ap pear before 
committees, testify to many things, and thus oO ain lmMnmunity. So in 
the balance of public opinion they decided it would be better to main- 
tuin the privilege , rather than be able to compel testimony in certain 
Instances. 

Mr. Fasr. Would you like me to answer that, too? 

Senator Dirksen. Yes, I would. 

Mr. Fasr. I would not like to be interrupted until my answer is 
completed. 

Senator Dirksen. I would rather not have an involved answer, be- 
cause it does admit of answering yes or no. I will rephrase the ques- 
tion. If you were assured immunity against prosecution under an 
existing Federal statute in connection with any matter on which you 
might testify or any question that is addressed to you, would you 

inswel then be different than it has been ? 

The Cuairman. You can answer that yes or no. 

Senator Dirksen. That is refusal to answer. 

Mr. Fasr. I would like to answer it, but I cannot give a “Yes” or 
“No” answer. Life is not that simple. 

The CHarMan. Are you saying you cannot answer “Yes” or “No”? 

Mr. Fasr. I would like to answer—— 

Phe CuarmMan. Can you answer that “Yes” or “No” ?¢ 

Mr. Fast. I cannot see that I can give an honest answer to that 
“Vos” or “No.” 

Senator Dirksen. Is the question clear ? 

Mr. Fasr. Yes, your question is clear, but your question is not a 
simple one. 

Senator Dirksen. You say you cannot answer it “Yes” “No”? 

Mr. Fasr. No, I would have to go into some of the circumstances 
urrounding your question—— 

Che Cuarmman. If you cannot answer 

Mr. Fast. The question and the framework-—— 

The Cramman. If you cannot answer it “Yes” or “No,” then you 
will not answer. We are not going to use this committee as a trans 
mission belt for the Communist Party. 





| 
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Senator Dirksen. I was going to say for the moment, at least, I 
would not be interested in a historical dissertation on the fifth amend- 
ment, 

The Cuatrman. This witness has been eager all morning to give a 
lecture to the ceneral publie. He will not give it in this committee 
room. He will merely answer the questions. 

Senator Mr NDT. Do you recall who was the Director of the OW] 
at the time you joined up ? 

Mr. Fasr. I think we started with that question and the answer was 
Elmer Davis. 

Senator Mounpr. Will you tel] us how vou bec ime associated with 
that agency 4 Did you ask for the job? 

Mr. Fasr. I became associated through filling out an application 
for employment there. 

Senator Munpt. You sought the employment by filling out an 
application ¢ 

Mr. Fast. Yes, I went down to the offices of OWI. As I testified 
in New York City, I believe I knew 1 or 2 people there. It is hard 
for me to recollect their names. 

Senator Munpr. Had you known Elmer Davis before that ? 

Mr. Fast. No, I did not to the best of my recollection before that. 

Senator Munpr. Somebody further down ? 

Mr. Fast. Yes, and I filled in an application and was accepted. 

Senator Munpr. I would like to ask the same questions about your 
employment in the Signal Corps. That was in 1944, was it? 

Mr. Fasr. The officer at the head of the project came to me—he 
knew me by reputation only and asked whether I would not be 
come a part of this project. 

Senator Munpr. Can you provide us with his nam 

The CHatrmMan. | hat answer. You said they 


/ 


am not sure I got tha 
knew you by reputation and based upon that they asked you to come 
in. Isthat correct ? 

Mr. Fast. No, the question that Senator Mundt asked concerning 
the Senate—I am sorry, concerned the Signal Corps. How did [ 
happen to come into that Signal Corps project. 

Senator Munpt. You said the officer knew you by reputation and 
asked vou to do the job. 

Mr. Fast. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. Can you provide us with the officer’s name? 

Mr. Fast. I couldn’t recall his name. 

Senator Munpt. What was his position 2 

Mr. Fast. He was a senior officer, either a captain or major. I 
don’t think he was a colonel. 

Senator Munpr. At what post? New York? 

Mr. Fasr. I couldn’t say exactly after all this time. 

Senator Munpr. Did you work in New York? 

Mr. Fast. Yes; I did. 

Senator Munprt. Was he is charge of the work, or did he have 
anything to do with the work ? 

Mr. Fast. He was in charge of this particular project. 

Senator Munptr. We can find it from the records. 

Mr. Fast, Yes: I am sure you can. 
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Senator Munpr. Did you have to provide recommendations at that 
time for the Signal Corps, or did he just take you and you went to 
work ? 

Mr. Fast. I don’t think so. I believe he came to me by reputation 
through reading what I had written. 

Senator MuNDT. Were vou doing what is called classified work or 
secret work ? 

Mr. Fast. No; it was not secret. The project was to lay out a film 
which would spell out the best and the most precious democratic tra- 
ditions of the United States of America, and his reading my books 
evidently led him to the conclusion that I was suited to this task. 

Senator Munpr. He felt that your particular interpretation was 
the kind he wanted to project, so he came to you. 

Mr. Fasr. You are asking me what he felt. I don’t know what he 
felt. I can only guess why he came to me and this would be my 
guess, 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that we have our inves- 
tigators to find out the name and identity of that particular officer. 

The Cnarrman. Very definitely s 

The committee will adjourn until 10:30 tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Fast, you will remain under subpena, subject to call. In view 
of the diffic ulty the staff has experienced in contacting you, you are 
instructed that if you are wanted, that your lawyer will be contacted, 
and therefore you will contact your lawyer from day to day to find 
out whether you are due to return to the committee. 

We will adjourn until 10:30 tomorrow morning. 

(Thereupon at 12 o’clock noon, the hearings were recessed, to re- 
convene Thursday, February 19, 1953, at 10: 30 a. m.) 
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THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1953 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SENATE PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington. D. ¢ 


The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursual t to Senate Resolution 
10, agreed to January 30, 1953, in room 357 ir the Senate Office 
Building, Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Récahi lic an, Wisconsin; 
Senator Karl E. Mundt, Re ‘public an, South Dakota: Senator Charles 
EK. Potter, Re publi can, Michigan; Senator John L. McClellan, Demo- 
crat, Arkansas; and Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Wash- 
ington. 

Present also: Roy Cohn, chief counsel; Donald Surine, regen 
counsel; David Schine, chief consultant; and Ruth Young Watt, chief 
clerk. 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will come to order 

I may say a number of Senators have informed me that they will 
be late because of other committee work they are on this mot ning, but 
will be here later. 

Yesterday there was introduced into the record a memo dated Feb- 
ruary 3, 1953, which authorized the use of works by Howard Fast and 
other Soviet-approved writers in selected areas. For that reason the 
committee called Howard Fast, and, as the committee will recall, he 
refused to testify on three major points on the ground that if he 
told the truth, it might incriminate him. He refused to testify 
whether he was a member of the Communist P arty at the time he wrote 
certain books that are being used by the Government. No. 2 he re- 
fused to testify as to whether or not he was a member of the Com- 
munist Party as of yesterday, when he appeared. No. 3, he refused 
to testify as to whether he believed in the de struction of this form of 
government by force and violence on the ground that if he told the 
truth it might incriminate him. And No. 4, he refused to testify in 
answer to Senator Potter's questions as to whether he would bear arms 
against the Communists in Korea, on the ground that if he answered 
that truthfully, it might incriminate him. 

Thereafter. the statf checked further into the matter of directives 
concerning Howard Fast, and have informed me they discovered 
anothe 1” memorandum that was issue d, which named certain of Howard 
Fast’s books which could be used by the Voice. 

Will you describe, Mr. Schine, as to jus st what you found by con- 
tacting the New York office? 
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Mr. Scuine. This is a Department of State memor indum, March 
7, 1952, the purpose of which states: 

In view of the controversial nature of the writings of Howard Fast, this 

rcular is issued to provide criteria governing the use of his books in United 


states information centers 

Then it woes on to explain W hy they fee] his books should be used, 
il al St seve ral of them wh ch they rec ommended. 

The CHarrmMan. Would you read the - into the record, Mr. 
Schine’ These are works by Howard Fa vho appeared y yesterday 
and refused to tell whether he was a ae of ete, ommunist Party 
on the ground that if he answered, he would be incriminated, is that 
orrect? It isthe same Howard Fast? 

Mr. Scuine. That is the same Howard Fast. 

The CHarmmMan. Will vou read the list of books? 

Mr. Scutne. The Last Frontier, Haym Solomon, Goethals and the 
Panama Canal, The Unvanquished, Citizen Tom Paine, Freedom 
Road, Patrick Henry and the Frigates Keel, The American, My 
Glorious Brothers. 

Che CHatrMan. I would like to have the staff call this to the atten 
tion of the new Secretary of State or his assistant, and I assume he 
will order those books removed from the information program 
libraries. 

Do we have a representative of the State Department here this 
morning? If not, will the staff contact the proper person in the 
Voice and ask for a complete list of all books stocked in all of our 
libraries under the information program I think the record should 
how, 1m identally, that ve terday the Sec retary of State ace epted the 
resignation of the Administrator of the International Information 
Program. In view of the fact that this rather unusual order was 
ied by Mr. Bradley Connors, Assistant Administrator for Policy 
and Plans, the committee thought it might be well to run that down 

little further, and find out why this particular order was issued, 
ind find out something about Mr. Bradley Connors. 

We asked Miss Nancy Lenkeith to come down from New York 
testify this morning. In order to maintain the continuity of the 
testimony, we will ask you to wait until later and put on some testi- 
mony regarding Bradley Connors. In view of the fact that the 
testimony is of an uncomplimentary nature, Mr. Connors has been 
notified to be here, and he will be olven a chance to answer testi- 
mony after it is given. 

Who is the first witness, counsel ? 

Mr. Conn. Dr. Wu of the Library of Congress, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Will you step up here, Dr. Wu? Will you raise 
your right hand? 

In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
elp you (sod? 


Mr. Vu. I do. 
TESTIMONY OF KWANT TSING WU 


Mr. Conn. What is your name, please’ 

Mr. Wu. Kwant Tsing Wu. 

Mr. Conn. And Dr. Wu, are you with the Library of Congress? 
Mr. Wu. Yes, I am. 
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Mr. Coun. Are you fully conversant with the Chinese language? 

Mr. Wv. I think so. 

The CuHarrMan. May I interrupt. Is Mr. Bradley Connors here? 
\Lr. Connors, if you care TO, you May step up he re al al sit at the desk. 
If vou can hear back there, then you may stay where vou are. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Chairman, before questioning Dr. Wu, I have refer- 
ence to part 11 of the hearing on the Institute of Pacific Relations 
conducted by the Internal Security Subcommittee of the Judiciary 
Committee in March 1952. On page 3786 of those hearings, it is in- 
dicated that a document was under consideration. That document 
was a Statement made by a Chinese named Li Peng. 

The CHairmMan. This is described as a confession, is it not ? 

Mr. Conn. Yes, it is aes ribed as a contession of a Chinese Com- 
munist who had been captured by the Nationalist Government, and 
It Was published under the auspices of the Chinese Government on 
September os L950, in the Central Daily News appeal ing in Shanghai. 

The CHatrman, Was this Chinese Communist subsequently ex- 
ecuted / 

Mr. Conn. | believe he w iS, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. You are referring now to a document which pur- 
ports to be the confession of a Chinese ¢ ‘OmmMunist, a ¢ onfession which 
was introduced before the McCarran committee during the Institute 
hearings, is that correct ? 

Mr. Coun. That is correct. The document was received as exhibit 
No. DDS in evidence before the Senate Inter al Se urity Subcom- 
mittee. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to read from pages 3788 and 3789 of 
the official record of the Internal Security subcommittee hearing, 
a translation of a short portion of that document. 

The CHarrmMan. Are you reading from the original document? 

Mr. Coun. No, I am reading from a translation of the document. 
It reads as follows: 

At the time [talking about the time of delicate negotiations between the 
United States Government and the Communist and Nationalist Governments 
of China wherein the Soviet intelligence was attempting to obtain secret in- 
formation as to the progress of certain negotiations and the attitude of our 


country, speaking of that time, it is stated] 


The Cuairman. I hope I do not have to tell the photographers that 
they will not take flash pictures while a witness is testifying. I know 
this man is not technically testifying, but he is on the witness stand. 
I do not want to appear unreasonable, but a number of witnesses 
have complained that this disconecerts them and makes it difficult for 
them to testify if they have flash bulbs flashing in their faces. So I 
wish you would watch that a little more closely. 

Mr. Coun (reading) : 

At the time the person in charge of information and intelligence in the Amer- 
ican Embassy, the Director General of the United States Information Service, 
John K. Fairbank, and his successor [and names some other people] were all 
persons who were fundamentally dissatisfied with the Nationalist Government. 
Their prejudices frequently superseded their duties to maintain secrecy relating 
to the nations concerned. Wittingly or unwittingly, they leaked out diplomatie 
secrets which were transmitted through the embassies of third countries into 
the ears of the Soviet intelligence personnel. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the name of the successor of John K. Fair- 
bank. who was accused along with Fairbank in this document of 
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having wittingly or unwittingly leaked out diplomatic secrets into the 
ears of Soviet intelligence personnel was not placed in the record of 
the McCarran committee because that particular person was not the 
subject of investigation by the McCarran committee at that time. 
although Dr. Fairbank was. We have asked Dr. Wu to ascertain 
for us the name of the successor to Dr. Fairbank who was accused 
along with Dr. Fairbank in this confession of having gotten this 
information wittingly or unwittingly into the hands of the Soviet 
military intelligence. If I may, I will now ask Dr. Wu to give us 
that name. 

‘The CuarrMan. Let me get his full name first. 

Mr. Wu. Kwant Tsing. 

The Cuarrman. And the last nameis Wu? 

Mr. Wu. Wu, W-u. 

Che CHAIRMAN. Proceed, Counsel. 

Mr. Coun. Can you give us the name of the successor to Dr. Fair- 
bank who in this document is accused of wittingly or unwittingly 
le: aking out diplomatic secrets which were tr: ansmitted through the 
embassies of third countries into the ears of the Soviet inte lligence 
snemaaan’ 

Mr. Wu. In the original, which I translated, in the Central Daily 
News of September 3, 1950, at that time the American information 
oflicer of the United States Embassy was Fairbank. He was sue- 
ceeded by Bradley Connors. 

Mr. Coun. Ihave no further questions of Dr. Wu. 

The Cuarrman. Dr. Wu, have you translated the entire confession { 

Mr. Wu. No, I don’t believe I translated that. 

The Cuarrman. Do we have the translation of the entire confession ? 

Mr. Coun. No, we have a translation of those portions which were 
relevant. 

The CuarrMan. Will you translate the entire confession, Doctor, 
and supply that to the committee, and we will mark that as an exhibit, 
and make it part of the record, and the page of the IPR hearings 
which you referred to will be marked as an exhibit, and also made 
a part of the record. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 5” and 
“Exhibit No. 6.” Exhibit No. 5 will be found in the appendix on 
p. 145. Exhibit No. 6 may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Jackson. Do I understand that Mr. Connors was named 
as a Communist in this confession? I am a little bit confused here. 
I understand that Dr. Fairbank was the public information officer at 
the American Embassy. 

Mr. Conn. Senator Jackson, the situation in this confession is that 
the Chinese Communist is naming several persons who wittingly or 
unW ‘tingly leaked diplomatic secrets which reached the ears of Soviet 
intelligence personnel, because these persons were fundamentally dis- 
satisfied with the Nationalist Government. 

The CuHarrman. In other words, he does not name Mr. Connors as 
a Communist in this document. 

Mr. Coun. No, he states he was fundamentally dissatisfied with the 
Nationalist Government, and wittingly or unwittingly he was respon- 
sible for leaking out diplomatic secrets which were transmitted 
through the embassies of third countries. 
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Senator Jackson. Does he say to whom he released the information ? 

Mr. Conn. Pardon me? 

Senator Jackson. Is there anything in his statement or confession 
which indicates the names of the persons to whom the information 
was given ? 

Mr. Coun. No, they do not specify the names of all the persons to 
whom information was given or any of the persons. They say that 
the information went through the embassies of third countries into 
the ears of Soviet intelligence personnel. 

Senator Jackson. And it involves secret information. 

Mr. Conn. Yes, it involved secret information; there is no doubt 
about that. 

The CHamrmMan. May I suggest that when this entire confession has 
been translated a copy be given to each of the members of the commit 
tee, so that we may go over that?) We may want to question you fur- 
ther on that, Doctor. How soon could you supply that? I know it is 
a rather lengthy document. 

Mr. Wu. About 3 days, ] wuess. 

The CuatrmMan. That will be all right. You may step down. 

The next witness is John C. Caldwell. Will you stand up and raise 
your right hand. 

In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemn- 
ly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mr. Caupwet.. I do. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, before this witness is heard, may 
I say that 1 was detained because I was talking to some of the people 
from the State Department, and they have some witnesses they would 
like to have testify and present their viewpoint on the engineering 
facilities and so forth, and I told them I was sure we would be happy 
to have them heard. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I will be happy to hear any witnesses from 
the State Department or Voice of America. I certainly want to get 
the complete picture. It is certainly a complicated picture. 

Senator Munpr. I told them we were simply looking for the facts 
and trying to save the most money for the taxpayers, and get down 
to the real source of the information. 

The CuarmMan. Very well; the staff is now interviewing the wit- 
nesses suggested by the Voice and the additional witnesses suggested 
by the other officers in the State Department. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN C. CALDWELL 


Mr. Conn. Give us your full name. 

Mr. CaLpwe.i. John C. Caldwell. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Caldwell, were you ever associated with the United 
States Department of State? 

Mr. CaLpwELu. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Coun. During what years were you with the Department of 
State? 

Mr. Caupwetxu. From 1945 to 1947, and from 1949 to 1950. 

Mr. Conn. What position did you hold when you left the Depart- 
ment of State in 1950? 
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Mr. Catpwett. I was Deputy Director of the United States In- 
formation Service in South Korea. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Caldwell. in 1945 and 1946, where were you sta- 
tioned # 

Mr. Canpwenn. I was stationed in Washington and in China. 

Mr. Conn. When you were stationed in Washington, what was your 
position ? 

Mr. Catpwetn. I was Chief of the China Branch of the whole in- 
formation pre. 

Mr. Conn. Was there a State Department officer in China who oc- 
( — a similar position ¢ 

Mr. Catpwetn. Yes. You might say he was my counterpart, the 
Actn “Ditector of USIS in Cl hina. 

ie Coun. Could you give us his name 4 

Mr. Catpwenu. His name was John K. Fairbank. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Chairman, should we have an identification of Mr. 
Ia irbank at this time? 

Che CrarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. I would like to read from page 629 of part 2 of the 
heal nes on the Institute of Pacifie Relation s conducted by the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee, the testimony of Prof. Louis Francis 
Budenz of Fordham University. 

On page 629, Mr. Robert Morris asked Mr. Budenz the following 
question: 

Do you know that John Fairbank is a Communist? 

Mr. Bupenz. Yes, sir; not by personally meeting him but by official reports, 
particularly in 1945. 

That is from page 629 of the Senate Internal Security Committee 

aring. 

"Sow, you say that in 1945—— 

The Ciamman. May I interrupt. In view of the fact that 
Fairbank denied membership in the party, I believe his testimony 
he fore the McCarran committee should be marked as an exhibit, and 
be made part of the record. 

Mr. Conn. This is in part 11. We will have it marked as an exhibit 
ind made a part of the record in this case 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 7” and may 
e found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The Cnatrman. I understood this witness’ testimony was that he 
hired Mr. Connors under the direction of Mr. Fairbank. 

Mr. Coun. We have not gotten to that. The testimony will be that 
the witness advised us that Professor Fairbank sought a promotion 
for Mr. Connors. 

The CratrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Conn. You say that Mr. Fairbank was your counterpart in 
China; is that right? 

Mr. Catpwetu. Yes, sit 

Mr. Conn. Did there come a time when you heard the name or saw 
the name of Bradley Connors in writing from Professor Fairbank ? 

Mr. Carpwetni. Yes. Asa matter of fact, I first heard Mr. Connors’ 
ame when he was still with the OWI. Beginning, I would say, early 
in 1946, Mr. Fairbank wrote the Department—and TI believe possibly 

ibled also, but I eannot be certain of that—that Mr. Connors’ work 
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was so outstanding that he highly recommended an increase in salary 
und in responsibilities. 

Mr. Conn. That was Mr. Bradley Connors ¢ 

Mr. CaLpwe.u. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Conn. The same man we have been discussing here today / 


Mr. CaLpwe.u. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Coun. By the way, do you see Mr. Connors in the room / 

Mr. CaLpwe... Yes, sitting to my right—my left. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have the record show this 1s the Bradley Connors 
who as of today is the Assistant Administrator for Policy and Plans. 

Do I understand, Mr. Counsel, that his task actually was policy 
director insofar as the international information programs are 
concerned ?¢ 

Mr. Conn. That is our information. 

Now, after the time that Mr. Fairbank recommended this promo 
tion for Connors, did you actually meet Connors ¢ 

Mr. Catpweiu. I went to China and the Philippines on a survey 
trip in February and March of 1946, and I am certain that was the 
first time I met Mr. Connors in the city of Shanghai, where he held 
the position of Director of Operations of the United States Informa 
tion Service. 

Mr. Conn. Did you have occasion to review any of Mr. Connors’ 
work at that time / 

Mr. CaLtpweLu. No, not much oceasion to review the work: ocea 
sion to meet Mr. Connors, become acquainted with him, and talk with 
him. 

Mr. Coun. Did you form any Impression as to his capab vilities ? 

Mr. Caupweii. Yes. Frankly I was rather surprised after the 
glowing recommendations we hi id received, because I did not feel that 
Mr. Connors had the educational qualifications or general background 
or interest or knowledge of objectives he should have in that important 
position. 

Mr. Conn. Did you bring these facts to the attention of Mr. 
Fairbank ? 

Mr. Catpwewi. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Coun. What did he tell you! ¢ 

Mr. Catpweu. He told me it was a matter of my not knowing Mr. 
Connors long enough, and if I knew him long e ough I would realize 
that he had very high qualifications and was obviously the man for 
the job. 

Mr. Coun. Did there come a time when you did get to know Mr. 
Connors long enough ¢ 

Mr. Cautpwetu. Later; yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did you work closely with him ? 

Mr. Catpwett. Fora period of approximately 9 months. 

Mr. Coun. Where was that ? 

Mr. Catpwetu. That was in Shanghai and Nanking, China, from 
September of 1946 until approximately the middle or the Ist of May 
1947 

Mr. Conn. Did you have occasion to discuss China policy in you 
official capacity and privately with Mr. Connors? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, considerable occasion. More oceasion to dis 
cuss operations rather than policy. But policy was discussed at times. 
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Mr. Conn. Now, in the course of these discussions with Mr. Con- 
nors, was he ever critical of the Chinese Communist Government ? 

Mr. Catpwett. I do not believe I ever heard Mr. Connors critical] 
of the Chinese Communists. 

Mr. Conn. Was he ever critical of the Chinese Nationalists, the 
ee of Chiang Kai-shek ? 

Mr. Catpweti. Yes, sir, he was extremely critical, as were most of 
the members of the embassy at that time, sometimes rather vic iously 

yr si on a personal basis of the leaders of the Nationalist Govern- 
ment, and the things the sy did. 

Mr. Coun. Did he ever draw any comparis on in your presence 
between the intelligence and forcefulness of the leaders of the Com- 
munist movement and the intelligence and forcefulness of the leaders 
of the Nationalist movement ? 

Mr. Catpwetx. The only recollection I have is once Mr. Connors 
saying to me that the Chinese Communist leaders, particularly Gen. 
Chou En-lai, were men of such outstanding caliber and intelligence 
and so forth, and compared them a little unfavorably to their counter- 
parts on ft he Nationalist side. 

The Cuairman. Identify Chou En-lai. 

Mr. Carpweiu. He is at the present time the Foreign Minister of 
the Chinese Peoples Republic. 

Mr. Coun. That is the Chinese Communist Government é 

Mr. CaLpweLu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Did Mr. Connors ever « xpress an attitude toward the 
police es of Gen. Douglas MacArthur, commander of the Japanese oc- 
‘upation forces ? 

Mr. Catpwetu, Almost always those that were critical of Chiang 
were critical of what MacArthur did, and that was the case of Mr. 
(Connors 

Mr. Coun. Did there ever come a time when Mr. Connors ever told 
vou anything about any secret reports he was submitting to any of 
his superiors in the State Department ? 

Mr. CatpweEtu. Yes, sir. Could I say something first that will make 
my answer more intelligible ? 

Mr. Conn. Certainly. 

Mr. Cautpwetu. I went out as Acting Director of the United States 
Information Service. Mr. Connors as Director of Operations was 
subordinate to me. Shortly after my arrival in China, Mr. Connors 
was put in a position where I was actually the subordinate. I was 
sent back to Shanghai. He stayed in Nanking, and he became more or 
less the chief censor of all of the operations of the United States Em- 
bassy, and he told me quite frankly that he made reports on individ- 

uals who he felt were not in line with what Mr. Butterworth felt 
aan be done. He did not expand on what “in line” me ant, but most 
of those he disliked happened to be persons who were ri ather pro- 
Chiang. 

The Cuarrman. May I interrupt at this time? Mr. Cohn, in read- 
ing the confession of the Chinese Communist, I understand that the 
McCarran committee retained all names except the name of Fairbank 
in whom they have interest, and you have added only one name, the 


name of Connors 
Mr. CoHn. That is correct. 
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The CuatrMan. Is there any reason why all of the men named by 
the Chinese Communist in his confession should not appear in the 
record at this time? 

Mr. Coun. I can see no such reasons. The names are John Fair- 
bank, Bradley Connors, and Ambassador Butterfield. 

The CHatrMaANn. Just three names? 

Mr. Conn. Those are the three names referred to in this section, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Any other names of any other State Department 
officials referred to in any other section of the confession that you 
know ? 

Mr. Conn. No, sir. but I would ask this, Mr. Chairman, if we could 
review the entire confession al d see if there are additional names 
which should be inserted in the record. 

Was this the same Ambassador Butterfield— 

Mr. Catpwety, It is Butterworth. His correct title was Minister 
Counselor of the Embassy. 

Mr. Coun. And his name is Butterworth ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. And this is the one you referred to just now ? 

Mr. CALpWELL. Yes, sir 

Mr. Coun. Did he share Mr. Connors’ views of antagonism toward 
the Nationalist Government and MacArthur policies ? 

Mr. Catpweii. Yes, he did. I think probably he was more careful 
In expressing those views than Mr. Connors was. But he certainly 
shared them. 

The CuarrmMan. Was there any doubt in your mind at the time you 
were in China that both Connors and Butterworth favored the Chinese 
Communists over the Nationalists? 

Mr. CaLpwe.u. Yes, there was some doubt. because you have to have 
been there to understand the general hatred of Chiang on the part otf 
most of our Embassy people; a very unreasoning hatred. It was not 
always, you might say, accompanied by praise of the Chinese Com- 
munists. In other words, it is very difficult to say that this individual 
was anti-Chiang but also pro-Communist. 

The CHAIRMAN. In other words, some of these men could dislike 
and be critical of the Chiang vovernment without neces ssarily liking 
the Communists. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir. There were times I was eritical of certain 
things that were done, and there were many others or some others like 
that, I am sure. 

The CHaAtRMAN. How about these two individuals, Connors and 
Butterworth? How did they appear to feel toward the Chinese 
Communists ? 

Mr. Catpwetx. I honestly cannot say that I ever heard either of 
them praise the Chinese Communists. It was more the denunciation 
of the other side. 

Mr. Conn. Now, did these secret reports that were submitted 
against people who were not in line with these views ever result in the 
dismissal of any persons from the Department of State? 

Mr. Catpwe.x. I believe it did. I believe also Mr. Connors’ re- 
porting activities certainly resulted in the control of individuals. 
By that I mean placing them in positions where they could no longer 
do independent reporting of facts. They had to channel what they 








122 STATI DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 
did through him. It was my understanding that many reports were 
changed, or at least covered DY il dissenting report before they vot to 
Washington. 

Mr. Conn. Is it your testimony that as far as you know all of the 
secret reports were ‘directed against people who were not in line with 
the anti-Nationalist views ? 

Mr. Catpweti. I wouldn't say, sir, that all of them were against 
such persons, but I believe those most unpopular in the Embassy’s 
staff were those unquestionably who were pro-Chiang and who were 
anti-Communist. 

The CHairman. Mr. Caldwell, do I understand your testimony to 
be, No. 1, that John K. Fairbanks, who has been named a Communist 
under oath and has also been named in this Chinese confession, was 
a man who contacted you and favored a promotion for Mr. Bradley 
Connors, who is now directing the policy and information program ; 
that while you were in China you found that Bradley Connors and 
Butterworth, both of whom were named in this confession, were ac- 
tive in trying to bring into line anyone who was anti-Communist and 
pro Chiang Kai-shek ¢ 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir, to the best ot my knowledge that is the 
situation that existed. I might say that there was a rationalization 
of it. The idea was that everybody had to be completely controlled 
so that the Communists would not be offended by anything that was 
done. ‘That seemed to be the basic idea behind the actions. 

The CHairman, Senator Mundt, any questions ¢ 

Senator Munpr. Just one. Do you know of your own personal 
knowledge of any reports which were changed by Connors en route 
to Washington / 


Mr. Catpwety. Yes, sir, but unfortunately I cannot identify them. 
There were certain reports on the operations of the United States 
Information Service. ‘There was one very important anti-Commu 


nist report which I made which was not eens. as such, but which 
Mr. Connors and Mr. Butterworth claimed, after it had been released 
to the press and caused consideraole aidan: that I had done it 
without authority, and was guilty of insubordination. It was, I 
believe, one of the first anti-Communist reports ever submitted from 
China. 

Senator Munpr. I think there is a difference bet ween accompanying 
the report made by a field man with a dissenting report by one of your 
assoclates— 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sil 

Senator Munpr. And actually changing the report itself. I was 
wondering whether you knew of any reports that had been changed 
from your own personal knowledge. 

Mr. Catpwe... 1 could not say under oath that I could pinpoint a 
report that had | een actually changed. I am of the belief that re- 
ports were ¢ he anged, but I cannot prove that. 

Senator Jackson. Did you leave the Department in 1950, did you 
say! 

Mr. Catpweuu. Yes, sir, I did. 

Senator JAcKsoN. Did you resign, or what was— 

Mr. Carpweti. That depends entirely on who you talk to in the 
Department of State, and what pe rsonnel papers you look at. 
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Senator JAcKson. Can you tell the committee just what happened ¢ 

Mr. Catpwe.u. I was in Korea. I went out for the Army. I be 
came Deputy Chief of the Army’s information program. When the 
army of occupation ended, I was asked to be Deputy Director of the 
United States Information Service under the State Department. 1] 
did take that—— 

Senator Jackson. What year was that / 

Mr. cornet oes That was Ae 1, 1949, when I took over that 
job, ] was 1h charge of ;: | of om operations In South Korea. ] 
ion pose “lly had don ea Vel \ Saeceal job, hi id exce ‘lle hit efficiency ratings, 
Was pr aised by all concerned, until Mr. Connors became Public Affairs 
Officer for the Far East. 

Shortly after that I received a cable, the Embassy received a cable, 
rather peremptorily transferring me to Washington. I felt from the 
tone of the cable that there was trouble ahead ot me. I aid not wish 
to leave Korea. I asked the Ambassador if I might resign in Korea, 
and go into business. He asked me to stay on for a few ‘indian until 
areplacement could come. IL actually resigned on the 21st of January, 
received papers to that effect, and later those papers were amended 
by the Department to show that I had resigned under pressure as a 
suspected Communist. 

Senator Jackson. You resigned according to the amendment to your 
resignation papers as a suspected Communist ¢ 

Mr. Catpweii. The wording was “security risk,” and later I have 
been informed that the Department has informed persons, my pub- 
lisher, magazines interested in articles from me, that I had a long 
record myself of activities with pro-Communist peoples. That is the 
charge that has been held : iwainst me since I returned from Korea. 

The CHarrmMan. T hat: charge was not made at the time you resigned ? 

Mr. Catpweiu. No, sir; no charge whatsoever was made when J 
resigned, 

Senator Jackson. Are you now or have you ever been a member 
of the Communist Party / 

Mr. CaLpweE.L. I certainly have not. 

Senator Jackson. Have you ever belonged to any Communist- 
front organizations so listed by the Attorney General, or are you now 
a member ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. 1 am not. I think the only two clubs I ever belonged 
to were the ¢ rnithological Club. because I am one of those queer bird 
watchers, and the Nashville China Club. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Caldwell, just a couple of other questions. 
Do you have any reason to believe that Mr.—lI believe you testified 
that he is not a Communist ? 

Mr. CatpweLL. Who, sir / 

Senator JACKSON. Mr. Connors. 

Mr. CaLpwe.i. No, sir. In my own judgment I would never dream 
hat Mr. Connors is a Communist. I have always thought of him as 
a very ruthless opportunist who played along with whoever could 
get him to the top the quickest. 

Senator Jackson. There has been considerable friction between you 
and Mr. Connors since your period in China ? 

Mr. Caupwe tt. It is only fair to say that Mr. Connors and I have 
not gotten along very well. 
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Senator J Ac KSON,. Do vou have any reason to doubt his loyalty ? 
Mr. Catpweitn. I never have had reasons to doubt his loyalty. 1] 


have had reason to doubt his judgment, but not his loyalty. 
Senator Jackson. You disagree with his judgement but not | 
ovalty é 
“Mr. Catpweti. That IS MY OWN O} yn, SIT, Ves. 


Phe CHamman. Yo aid that ou thought Mr. Connors would play 
alone with anybody who would get him to thi es When vou were 


1 


China. the way to vet to the top was to play % Liong with those who 
opposed Chiang Kai-shek and favored Communists, what they called 


then the democratic regime in ¢ hina. 


Mr. CAatpwe.yu. That is verv true and to indicate how it worked, 
the anti-Communist report which I mentioned I had made, which | 
made on the request of { ie Departmen ~, Wasa report on Chinese Com- 
munist propaganda lines, methods, aims, particularly those directed 
iwainst America, When that report Wis 1 ‘leased to the United Press, 

d briefly carried in the papers—I might say it was an honest and 
factual report, I was just showing what I found out—I was repri- 
manded 


The CHatrmMan. I do not want to go into that report at this time. 

Mr. CALpweti, Yes, sir. But I was reprimanded very severely for 
making the report. 

Che CuHatrMan. For making the anti-Communist report? 

Mr. CaLpwe.u, Yes, sir, I was. 

T) e CHAIRMAN, The nh you would Say as far ras Mr. Connors is con- 
cerned, his playing along with Butterworth, his opposition to anti- 
Communists, his Opposition Lo MacArthur and ( ‘hiang Kai shek, may 
have been merely the result of his desire to be promoted and get higher 
in the State Department, rather than any strong feeling on the 
subject ? 

Mr. CaLpwe Lt. Yes, sir; that would be my own opinion. That is 
vhat I _ during these last few years. 

Phe CHarrMan. And your experience was that those who stood up 
and vt the opposite position from Mr. Connors, those who opposed 
communism in China, those who favored the recognized vovernment 
of China, they were, as far as you know, gradually demoted or elimi- 
nated from the China area? 

Mr. CatpweLx. They had a rather difficult time. 

The CuarrMan. Senator Potter. 

nator Porrer. Mr. Caldwell, did I understand your testimony 
om Mr. Connors told you that he was sending secret memoranda to 
ishin on on pe ‘rsonnel within the Information Service? 

Mr ’ALDWELL. No, sir, not to Washington. To the Embassy in 
Nan ve 1o, 

Senator Porrer. Who did he send it to? 

Mr. Catpwetu. To Mr. Butterworth. 

Senator Porrer. Who was the head of the program at that time? 

Mr. Catpweti. He was not the Ambassador, but in effect he was 
really the Ambassador, because he controlled the program. 

Senator Porter. And apparently also from your testimony, you 
either conformed at that time to the anti-Chiang philosophy or else 
you had a pretty difficult time. 

Mr. CaLpweLL. You couldn’t even be in the middle. As I said be- 
fore, | was certainly critical of certain things that were done in China, 








STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 125 


iS nearly every person who has been there. I wat hed communism 
with interest until I realized without any question what it was. I 
was not completely on the Chiang side. I was not against them. But 
even in that attitude, a person like myself had serious trouble. 

Senator Porrer. At the time you were over there in the beginning, 
you and Mr. Connors had equal tatus, is that right : 

Mr. Catpwe.u. No, sir, I was superior to Mr. Connors. 

Senator Porrer. Then how long al period did it take before he 
became your superior ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. He never be ame superior in posit on or in salary, 
but in actuality he became my superior about 3 or 4 weeks after 
l arrived. 

Senator Porri r. And it is your belief that the reason for this hap- 
pening is the fact that he had strong anti-Chiang views, or at least 
he had no anti-Communist views at that time? 

Mr. Catpwe tu. I think certainly that must be a part of it. I may 


be doing Mr. Connors an injustice, but that is the only way I can 
figure it. 
enator Porrer. And your views were well known as _ being 


objective ? 

Mr. Catpwetu. I think they were. There were certain people who 
for reasons unknown to me alw: ays assumed I could be had as far as 
the Communists were concerned. I wouldn't say that I was com- 
pletely known as a complete anti-Communist. I was certainly not 
known as pro-Communist. Generally, I was known as somewhat pro- 
Chiang. I think that is the best way I could put it. 

Senator Porrer. Do you have any idea who initiated the charges 
that you were pro-Communist through documents that went in your 
file? 

Mr. Catpweuu. No,sir. I wouldn’t want to say who I think did it. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Caldwell, we have had so much testimony 
before this committee, and so much material gathered by the staff 
to show tampering with the files, removal of material from the files, 
we would like to have any information which you have which might 
help us to find out who inserted material in the file. If your informa- 
(ion is not of such a nature that you would care to m: ake the names 
publie at this time, I want you to give it to the staff in any event. 

Mr. CaLpwe.u. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Can lwell, you stated when you first went to 
China, you had a status which was superior to that of Mr. Connors. 

Mr. Catpwetu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpt. And subsequently it was changed, which in fact 
gave him more authority than you. Who was responsible for bring- 
ing about that change? Who made the decision ? 

Mr. Catpwetui. Mr. Butterworth, I believe, made that decision. 

Senator Munpr. The Ambassador ? 

Mr. CaLpwe.Lu. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. McClellan. 

Senator McCLe.titan. No questions, Mr. Chairman. I just came in. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I just want to make this observa- 
tion, that : Mr. Caldwell has any information in his State Depart- 
ment file in which he is listed as a suspected Communist, which I 
believe he shen according to his testimony, that the Department 
people certainly ought to be up here to explain that matter. 
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‘I he Ci AIRMAN, May | say, Senator Jackson, before we called this 
witness, we checked on his background as well as we could, and found 
he had a long reputation of being anti-Communist, and while in China 
had a reputation of being pro-MacArthur and pro-Chiang Kai-shek. 
He wrote The Korean Story, which gives a fairly good picture of his 

titude. We have heard the charge that a considerable period of 
time after he left the State Department someone did insert in his file 
material to indicate he was a pro-Communist. We do not know who 
it wa 

Senator Jackson. That is what I would like to find out: who was 
esponsible ¢ 

The CHairnMan. We will try to do that. Mr. Caldwell, will you 
step down ¢ 

Mr. Catpwety. Thank you. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bradley Connors. Mr, Connors, will you raise 
your right hand? In this matter now in hearing before the com 
mittee, do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so he ‘Ip vou God 4 

Mr. C ON NORS, I do. 

Phe Crarmman. May I say to the other Senators at this time, that 
the staff attempts to get a brief on each witness before they appear 
so all the Senators will have a complete picture. However, because 

limited staff, we do not always have a brief at the time the wit 
ness testifies. 

Your name is Bradley Connors / 


TESTIMONY OF W. BRADLEY CONNORS 


Mr. Connors. W. Bradley Connors 

The Cuatrman. How long have you been with the State Depart- 
ment, Mr. Connors? 

Mr. Connors. Since July 1, 1946, 

The Cuarrman. Will you speak a little louder ? 

Mr. Connors. July 1, 1946, I believe. 

The CHatrMan. Your title as of today is what / 

Mr. Connors. Assistant Administrator for Policy and Plans, Inter- 
national Information Administration. 

The CHarrMaAn. You will have to speak a little louder. 

Senator Munpr. I cannot hear you. 

Mr. Connors. Assistant Administrator for Policy and Plans, Inter- 
national Information Administration, Department of State. 

The CuatrmMan. Actually are you what would be known as the top 
man insofar as policy for the information program is concerned 4 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

The CratrMan. The answer ts “Yes”? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. We had a memorandum introduced in the record 
the a day, one W hich was canceled by Mr. Dulles, when he learned 
of it, a memorandum having to do with the works of Howard Fast; 
and as you undoubtedly know, Mr. Fast appeared yesterday, and re- 
fused to te stify whether he believed in the ove throw ot this Govern- 
ment by force and violence, and he refused on the ground if he testi- 
fied it would incriminate him. 
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In answer to Senator MeClellan’s question he said he ho estly 
lieved if he told the truth in answering that question, it would inerimi- 
nate him. 

Now, No. 1, did you sign this memorandum ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the memorandum dated February od. LY». 
We also have another memorandum dated Mareh 7, 1952. This mem 
orandum lists as acceptable for the information libraries throughout 
the world the following works by Howard Fast: Haym Salomon, 
Goethals and the Panama Canal. The | nvanquished, Citizen ‘Tom 
Paine. Patrick Henry and the Krigate’s Keel, The American, My Glo- 
rious Brothers. It lists as unacceptable: The Last Frontier, Freedom 
Road, Clarkton, The Children, and Departure. 

Did you have anvtl ing to do with the preparation of 
randum ? 

Mr. Connors. No, sit 

The Cyatrman. You did not? 

Mr. Connors. No. 

The Crarmman. Were you head of the Department at the time this 
was issued, March 7, 1952? 

Mr. Connors. This was ed by the International Information 
Service Center and much 

The CuoatrmMan. Were vou head of the Department ? 

Mr. Connors. I think I became polic, v director on March 25, 1952. 

The CHatrMan. Do you know who was policy director at the time 
this was issued approving a sizable number of the works of Howard 
Fast ? 

Mr. Connors. The Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs was re- 
sponsible for policy at that time. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Connors, how much of an authority are you 
on the Communist movement ? 

Mr. Connors. I am not. 

The Cuamman. You are not an authority. Have you ever read 
any of the works of M; ArX Or Lenin, Engels 

Mr. Connors. No, s 

The CHAIRMAN. ii of the works of Stalin? 

Mr. Connors. No, si 

The CuarrMan. Have you ever studie da history of the Communist 
movement, their methods of operation ? 

Mr. Connors. I have never studied them. 

The CHarrMan. In other words, as far as you are concerned, your 
mind is pretty much a blank as far as the workings of the Communist 
Party is concerned / 

Mr. Connors. No, sil ie 7 that iS 1 net true, because I depend on research 
and intelligence prepared by the Department on these things. They 
provide me with the propaganda lines and the actions that the Com- 
munist Party is planning. 

The CuatrmMan. You said they provide you with the propaganda 
lines. In this directive issued February 3, 1953, you were setting down 
the propaganda line yourself, were you not, or was that upon the 
advice of someone else ? 

Mr. Connors. I did not write this directive. 

The CuatrmMan. You signed it. 
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Mr. Connors. I have signed it. It was prepared at the direction of 
Dr. Compton, following several recommendations. 

The Cuatrman. When you signed it, you obviously must have 
agreed with it. 

Mr. Connors. I had been informed that Dr. Compton had person- 
ally approved it, and had made certain editorial changes himself in it. 

The Cuarrman. Who informed you that Dr. Compton had ap- 
proved it ? 

Mr. Connors. Allen Haden. 

The CHatrMan. A-]-l-e-n ? 

Mr. Connors. Right. 

The Cuatmman. H-a-y-d-e-n ? 

Mr. Connors. H-a-d-e-n. 

The CHarrmMan. H-a-d-e-n. Did you agree with this document 
which you signed authorizing the use of the works of this Communist 
writer ? 

Mr. Connors. I don’t think the directive authorized. 

The Cuarrman. Instead of saying Communist writer, this man 
who has a reputation of being a Communist writer. 

Mr. Connors. The directive does not authorize the use of Howard 
Fast’s materials. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me read the paragraph. 

The reputation abroad of an author— 

I am reading from the memorandum you signed 
affects the actual utility of the material. If he is widely and favorably known 
abroad as a champion of democratic causes, his credibility and utility may be 
enhanced. Similarly if—like Howard Fast—he is known as a Soviet-endorsed 
author, materials favorable to the United States in some of his works may there- 
by be given a special credibility among selected key audiences. 

Would you not construe that as an authorization to use certain 
works of Howard Fast? 

Mr. Connors. That is not the operative section of the directive. 
The operative section is where the criteria are established which states 
that in the selection of materials as a general rule it should be possible 
to draw upon the great body of resources available, produced by 
persons whose ideological position is unquestioned. 

The Cuarmman. In other words, you say that this does not author- 
ize the use of the works of Howard Fast by the international infor- 
mation program ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Only under very restrictive conditions. 

The CHarrMan. Who determines what those restrictive conditions 
are? Are they set forth in this policy directive ? 

Mr. CONNORS. Yes, sIr. 

The CuarrMan. Let me ask you this: Do you approve of this 
memorandum of March 7, 1952, which authorizes the purchase and 
distribution throughout the world of seven of the works of this man 
who says, “I refuse to answer whether I would fight the Communists 
in Korea because if I told the truth it might incriminate me”? A man 
who says “I refuse to answer whether I favor the overthrow of this 
Government by force and violence because if I told the truth it might 
incriminate me.” Do you favor the purchase and distribution of 
these works en the world? 

Mr. Connors. No, si 
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The CuHarrMan. Seven of them. 

Mr. Connors. That directive would have been canceled by the new 
one. 

The CHarrMAN. It would have been ? 

Mr. Connors. That is right. 

The CHatrMan. Has it ever been canceled ? 

Mr. Connors. The new one got canceled. 

The CHarrmMan. The new one got canceled. How about this old 
one ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Now, there is at the moment—— 

The CHarrman. How about this memorandum of March 7, 1952? 
Do you not think that should be canceled ? 

Mr. Connors. It has been canceled in effect by a memorandum that 
no materials by any controversial persons, Communist fellow travel- 
ers, et cetera, will be used under any circumstances by any ILA media. 

The CHairMan. That was the order issued by Dulles after he learns 
of this memorandum that you issued. 

Mr. Connors. I don’t know whether it was issued by Mr. Dulles. 
I was informed by Mr. McArdle. 

Senator Porrer. What was the date of this memorandum which you 
just read ? 

Mr. Connors. February 18. 

Senator McCiettan. Let me ask a question. It was not canceled 
upon your initiative or recommendation. It was after these hearings 
began and this exposure was in process; is that correct ? 

Mr. Connors. The February 3d directive was canceled after the 
hearings started. 

Senator McCrientian. I understand that this order of March 7, 
1952, so far as your administration is concerned, remained in effect 
until after these hearings started and this exposure began to develop. 

Mr. Connors. No, sir, that would have been amended and countered 
by this directive which was issued on January 30. 

The CHarrmMan. January 30 ¢ 

Mr. Connors. It is dated January 30. It was issued on February 
3.19 53. 

Senator Munpr. February 3, 1953. 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCietxian. Does this one of February 3 make any specific 
reference to the previous directive ? 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. 

Senator McCietitan. How do you say it would be canceled by it? 
How would anyone know it was ¢ anceled until you vehieeed to MM 
specifically ? 

Mr. Connors. The various media divisions of the Information 
Administration are responsible for implementing the policy that is 
laid down in the policy directives and this was their directive, this 
March 7, 1952, circular. 

Senator McCiettan. That is true. If you wanted to cancel it, 
why did you not say so in the directive of Se 3% Why did 
you not say it was canceled or revoked, so there would be no mistake 
about it? 

The Cuarrman. Actually I may say—again I catch myself saying 
“Mr. Chairman,” since you served as chairman so long—Mr. McClel 
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lan, that it is obvious that the order dated February 8 does not 
cance]— 

Senator McCLeLtLan. He is saying it does. I want to point out 
if he actually meant to cancel it, why “did he not say so? 

Senator Munpr. Let us simplify it, Mr. Chairman, by having the 
witness read the language that cancels it. 

The CuarrMan. Read the language. 

Mr. Connors. There is nothing in the February 3 directive that 
refers to the March 7 directive. 

Senator Munpr. You said it canceled it. 

Mr. Connors. It sets up different criteria. 

Senator Munpr. You said it canceled it. If it cancels it, you read 
the language. 

Mr. Connors. I can’t read the language to say it cancels. 

Senator Munpr. In fact, it does not cancel it at all; it supplements 
it and supports it and sets up some criteria for implementing the 
March 7 order. 

Mr. Connors. I think you are probably right, Mr. Mundt. 

Senator Munpr. Of course we are. 

Senator Jackson. Who is on this Advisory Commission on Infor- 
mation Exchange? 

Mr. Connors. The Chairman is Dr. J. L. Morrill, president of the 
University of Minnesota. 

The Cruatirman. How do you spell that ? 

Mr. Connors. M-o-r-r-i-l-l. The members are Mark Starr, edu- 
cational director of the International Ladies’ Garment Workers 
Union: Harold W. Dodds, president of Princeton University; Martin 
R. P. MeGuire, professor of Catholic University in Washington; 
Edwin F. Fred, president of the University of Wisconsin. 

The Cuatrrman. Am I correct that they submitted a report semi- 
annually, and that you were responsible for the day-to-day operations 
as far as policy was concerned ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Let me ask you one other question. You say that 
this order of March 7, which instructed the procurement of Fast’s 
books, and distribution throughout the world, has been canceled. 
What steps have you taken to have his books removed from the in- 
formation libraries throughout the world ? 

Mr. Connors. I have not taken any steps. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you not think it is about time? 

Mr. Connors. I have just sent this directive yesterday to the media, 
and I expect them to take the steps. 

The Cuatrrman. To the what? 

Mr. Connors. To the information centers service, which is responsi- 
ble for the libraries. 

The CHairman. Do you not think that as well as ordering them 
not to procure more works from Communist writers, that you should 
say “Remove the books by Communist writers from the shelves of the 
information program libraries?” 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Will you take such action ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Thank you. 
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Senator JAcKson. Something was referred to, I think, in the memo- 
randum about this Advisory Commission on Education, and I want 
to get this clear in my own mind. Did they have anything to do with 
this memorandum of February 3 / 

Mr. CONNORS. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Did they approve it ? 

Mr. Connors. No, there are two—— 

Senator JAcKson. Who approved it ? 

Mr. Connors. It was approved personally by each of the Assistant 
Administrators of the Information Administration, by the Deputy 
Administrator for Field Programs, and I was told that it had Dr. 
Compton’s personal approval, and included his personal editing of 
the language. Based on those facts, I issued it. 

Senator Jackson. This Commission, the names which you read a 
moment ago, did they have anything to do with it? Did they approve 
it ? 

Mr. Connors. No, sir; but the Educational Commission recom- 
mended that the criterion for determining the availability of books 
for inclusion in the collections of USIS libraries abroad be based on 
content without regard to authorship. 

Senator Jackson. Without regard to authorship / 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir; that is the recommendation of the committee. 

Senator JAcKson. Who made the recommendation? Give me the 
names of them. 

Mr. Connors. That step was taken in a motion unanimously adopt- 
ed in a meeting on December 4, 1952, of the United States Advisory 
Commission on Education. I believe all members of the Commission 
were present except Dr. Dodds. Whether he has concurred in this 
report which has been drafted since, I do not know. 

Senator Jackson. Will you state the exact language of what they 
agreed to at this December 4 meeting 4 

Mr. Connors. The minutes say: 

The Commission by motion unanimously adopted and endorsed this latter 
resolution and recommendations—that the criterion for determining the avail- 
ability of books for inclusion in the collections of USIS libraries abroad be based 
on content without regard to authorship. 

Senator Jackson. Does that mean by implication that they agreed 
to the inclusion of the Howard Fast books ? 

Mr. Connors. I could not answer for sure. 

Senator JAcKkson. Were Fast books discussed at this meeting ¢ 
Were you present ‘ 

Mr. CONNORS. No, sir; I was not present. The Commission’s 
recommendation was based on a recommendation from its own sub 
committee called the Committee on Books Abroad, and that Commit- 
tee on Books Abroad was chairmaned by Dr. McGuire, of Catholic 
University, and included Charles P. Brett, president of McMillan & 
Co., Cass Canfield, chairman of the board, Harper & Bros., Robert L. 
Crowell, president, Thomas Y. Crowell Co., Keyes D. Metcalf, di- 
rector of libraries for Harvard University. That committee recom- 
mended- as 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Connors, regardless of this list of names that 
you read off to us, you made the final decision, did you not, as policy 
director ? 

(No response, ) 
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The Ciairman. You had some boards to advise you as to what you 
should do, but you were the man who made the final decision; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Well, based on—— 

The CuarrmMan. Did you or did you not ? 

Mr. Connors. I made it based on the recommendation that Dr. 
Compton had ap yproved. He i Is my supel ‘ior. 

Phe Cnamman. But you made the final decision as far as policy 
for the information program is concerned. 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. I would consider he made the decision, 
since he sent it to me with his approval, 

The Cuarrman. Who would issue the directive ? 

Mr. Connors. He is my superior. 

The CuarrmMan. Who would issue the directive and sign 1t¢ 

Mr. Connors. I issued it on his behalf. 

The eee Did you always send every directive to Dr. 
Compton to get his approval ? 

Mr. Connors. Not always. 

The CHarrman. In those cases where you did not send the directive 
to Dr. Compton, in those cases you were the final, ultimate, supreme 
court ¢ 

Mr. Connors. That is not true in the way the policy mechanism 
functions. Depending on the areas of policy involved, the policy 
statements need the concurrence, the clearance of the various geo- 
graphic bureaus involved in the Department, and the publie affairs 
“urea, 

he CuairmMan. You are policy director. 

Mr. Connors. That is right. 

‘I aS CHarrRMAN. And you say you do not determine policy 


Mr. ONNORS. I determine the policy but it is subject to review by 
certain elements of the Department of State before it can be issued. 
The Cuarmman. Let me ask you this: Just forgetting for the time 


being bone name is Brad Connors and forget for the time being you 
are the policy director, would you say it is wise to have as policy di- 
rector a man who says, “I have never studied the works on any of 
the authorities of communism, I have never studied the Communist 
inovement, I have never studied to determine how they work, how they 
oe ?” Do you think it is wise to have a man with that complete 
lack of knowledge by his own admission directing the policy of a 
multimillion-dollar program that is designed to fight communism ? 
Would it not be better to put a man with that lack of knowledge which 
you profess in some other department where he would fit and put a man 
in your job who knows something about the Communist movement ? 
Who, for example, has studied the works of Lenin, Engels, Marx, 
and Stalin. Who knows the insidiousness of their workings. Is not 
that a reasonable conclusion ? 

Mr. Connors. I have the assistance of fully trained and capable 
specialists. I bring a propaganda view to the policy which is im- 
a T too. 

The Cuatrman. Would you say a fully trained and capable spe- 
cialist urged that we purchase seven of the works of a known Commu- 
nist writer and distribute them throughout the world ? 

Mr. Connors. I did not issue that directive, and it was not prepared 
in my office. 
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The CHamman. You issued a cirective subsequently which said you 
could use the works of this same author. In other words, No. 1. you 
have a directive dated March 7, 1952, a few days before you took over, 
which says buy the works of this Communist author. Then a year 
later you issue a directive saying it is all right to use the works of 
this Communist author, naming him. What trained specialist ad- 
vised you to do that ? 

Mr. CONNORS. No one advised me, because l didn't draft this 
directive but from what | understand, Fast’s name was used because 
there had been so much discussion about him, because of this March 7, 
1952, directive, and to call attention to the fact that under the new 
directive we were setting up restrictive criteria for use of any books 
produced—— 

senator Mt npr. At the time you issued this cirect ve, did you or 
the people in the State Department know that Howard Fast had served 
a term in the Federal penitentiary for contempt of Congress, because 
he refused to disclose Communist records under his corrtrol at that 
time ? 

Mr. Connors. I don’t think IT had any personal knowledge, but I 
couldn’t answer. 

Senator Munpr. Would it not be helpf il to have somebody in the 
Department who knew something about who had been going to jail 
because they had concealed facts from Congress? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. That is the point the chairman was trying to make, 
May I say that this memorandum which was handed me by the staff, 
Mr. Connors, it says that in connection with the Commission’s recom- 
mendation, you and Dr. Compton disagreed with the recommendation ; 
is that right ? 

Mr. Connors. That is right. We felt that the ¢ iInission’s rec- 
ommendation was too all-inclusive and too broad, and that we had to 
set up certain restrictive criteria. 

Senator Munpr. You simply disagreed with the details of the ree- 
ommendations and not its purpose Oo! its objective. 

Mr. Connors. That is right. 

Senator J ACKSON, Was it a Commission’s recommendation ? If I 
understand the reading of the language that you submitted to the 
committee, any book, any author could be used. Was that recom- 
mendation ? 

Mr. Connors. That is right. The recommendation says specifically 
based on content without regard to authorship. 

Senator Jackson. That was the recommendation of the advisory 
committee ? 

Mr. Connors. That was the recommendation of the Advisory Com- 
mission, and the Advisory Commission’s recommendation was based 
on the Committee of Books Abroad recommendation to it which said: 

The Committee is positive and unanimous in its decision to recommend to the 
United States Advisory Commission on Educational Exchange that authorship 
should not be a criterion for determining whether or not a book is available for 
USIS libraries abroad. 

In this connection the committee is unanimous in its recommendation 
that the content of the book, regardless of authorship, be the criterion 
which determines its availability for inclusion in USIS l»braries. 
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The Cuairman. Mr. Connors, let me ask you this: Have you 
changed your mind¢ Do you think now that we should not distribute 
the works of known Communist authors through the information pro- 
gram, or do you still think that some of their books should be used? 

Mr. Connors. I think that you have a use for some of them in trying 
to convince leftwingers and fellow travelers if you have something 
that has material that is favorable to the United States. is not opposed 
to any of our policies or principles. You might be able to use it to 
influence a leftwinger, a fellow traveler, and as a result of an effort in 
that way, then give him some other materials which would be 100- 
percent American. 

The CHarrman. In other words, give him some Communist ma- 
terial 

Mr. Connors. That is a little bait. 

The Cuatmman. And some American material. Yesterday I under- 
stand you told the staff that you could not define the theory of com 
munism, that you could not deseribe the practices of the Communist 
Party; is that correct ? 

Mr. Connors. Well, I think 

The Cuarrman. Is that essentially correct 

Mr. Connors. That is what happened vesterday. 

The CuatrMan,. If that is true, then how can you take a book writ- 
ten by a very clever Communist author, and determine whether it 
should be used or not, if you say you cannot define communism in 
theory or in practice ¢ 

Mr. Connors. The determination of the books is not my responsi- 
bility. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you not make the final decision ¢ 

Mr. Connors. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who makes the final decision on the question of 
books ? 

Mr. Connors. The final decision on the question of books is made 
by the Assistant Administrator for the International Information 
Center Service. 

Phe CHatrrmMan. So your thought as of today is that as Director of 
Policy for the information program you should allow the use of 
Communist books and leave it up to someone else of discretion as to 
which Communist books should be used. 

Mr. Connors. No, sir, I do not agree to that. 

The (CHAIRMAN, Ally ‘joht. As ot today do you think you should 
rssne an order saying no Communist books ‘should be used ? 

Mr. Connors. There is such an order. 

The CHatrmMan. A minute ago vou thought there was a valid use 
for books by Communist authors. Have you changed—— 

Mr. Connors. It does not. I issued an order which said —concern- 
ing use of materials by controversial persons—in order to avoid all 
misunderstanding, no materials by any controversial persons, Com- 
munists, fellow travelers, et cetera, will be used under any cireum- 
stances by an ITA media. 

The CuHarrMan. You were ordered to issue that through Mr. Dulles’ 
office, were you not ? 

Mr. Connors. I don’t know whether that—— 

The CHatmrmMan. You were ordered to issue that memorandum: is 
that correct? You did not initiate it? 
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Mr. Connors. It was suggested that I should put out an order. I 
rescinded the original. The original instructions to me was to rescind 
the Fe bruary 3 order. 

The CHAtRMAN. Now, let me ask you this 

Mr. Connors. Then it was at the same time suggested that we 
should ban everything, SO I drew up this instructio based on that. 

The CHatrMan. Let me ask you this 

Mr. Connors. So IL would savy it was on direction of the Secretary, 
if the word came from him. 

The CHarrMan. Let me ask you this: Unless I misunderstood 
you a few minutes ago, you said you thought that the works of some 
Communist write rs could be us sec, 

Mr. Connors. They cannot be used. 

The Cuamman. As of this moment, do you still think that the 
works of some Communist writers should be used in the information 
program, as of this moment ? 

Mr. Connors. Based on a standing directive that has been issued, 
they cannot be used. 

The CHairman. My question is, Do you think they should be used ? 
Do you think they have a link in our information program? Forget 
about your directive for the time being. It is a simple question, Mr. 
Connors. The question is, Do you think we should use the works 
of Communist authors in the fight against communism? It is not a 
difficult question. 

Mr. Connors. We quote Stalin and Marx every once in a while for 
speech-propaganda purposes. I do not think we should have them 
in our libraries, and I don’t think we should give the books out to 
people to read. 

The CHamman. So you think that was a mistake, a very serious 
mistake, when this order of March 7 was issued, saying purchase the 
works of a Communist writer, a Communist who served time in the 
Federal penitentiary. Do you say today that was a serious mistake, 
Mr. Connors / 

Mr. Con NORS. Yes, 

The CHarrman. Can you tell us now who is responsible for this 
particular order? 

Mr. Connors. I believe this order was issued by Mr. Dan Lacey. 

The CuHatrMan. Where is he now ? 

Mr. Connors. He is now at the Library of Congress, but he was 
the Assistant Administrator for the Information Center Service. 

The CHarrMan. One further question, Mr. Connors. We have had 
testimony here that the two ke V broadeast stations to be located in the 
United States in the Voice program have been located within what 
is known as the Auroral absorption belt. In other words, the mag- 
netic storm area. Testimony has been that it takes a tremendous 
amount of power to penetrate that magnetic storm area, and get the 
radio signals to the target area: in other words, Communist Russia 
or whatever it happens to be. The testimony has been that we could 
save approximately $9,000,000 in each of those stations if they are 
moved outside of that magnetic storm area. 

In line with that, the two stations in question, Baker East and 
Baker West. have been canceled out. 

Let me ask you this: If I were in your Department, and I were a 
member of the Communist P arty attempting to sabotage the Voice 
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program, would it not be wise for me to try and locate the stations 
within that magnetic storm area so they would be subject to jamming 
by Communist Russia and so that we could not hit the target are: 
with radio signals? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

The CuHamman. Would that not be the logical thing, if I were a 


Communist, to do ? ; 
Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 
The CHatrman. May Lask this: Do you think that mislocation of 


those two stations was the result of stupidity or the result of a deliber- 
ate attempt to sabotage the Voice? 

Mr. Connors. So far as I know the locations were picked based on 
surveys by competent radio engineers and a study by the Massachu- 
setts Institute of Technology. This is outside of my sphere of respon- 
sibility, and I do not have all the facts. 

The CHatrMAN. Are you aware of the fact that over a year ago 
when only $200,000 had been spent on Baker West, all the engineers 
apparently agreed that Mr. Herrick then sent a memorandum to 
Mr. Compton saying: 

It is a mistake to locate Paker West where it is located; it should be moved 
However, if we move it, we run into congressional investigations; we may lose 
our fund. Therefore, let us leave it in this area. 

Are you aware of that? 

Mr. Connors. I read what was developed at the hearing. 

The CHamman. Iam sorry. I said Mr. Herrick. It was General 
Stoner who sent the memorandum. 

On another subject, how well do you know Edmund oe Clubb ? 
I refer to the Edmund Oliver Clubb who is discharged as a security 
risk under the loyalty program. How well do you sow him ¢ 

Mr. Connors. I knew him to the extent that he was an associate 
in the Department of State. I first met him when he was assigned to 
a post in China and had normal business dealings with him. He 
was later in the Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs, and I saw him there 
on a daily business basis. 

The CHarrMan. Have you met and advised with him since he was 
discharged under the loyalty program ? 

Mr. Connors. He was not discharged under the loyalty program. 

The Cuarrman, Since he was allowed to resign after the Loy: alty 
Review Board had recommended his discharge, then, have you met 
and advised with Edmund Oliver Clubb after he resigned, which 
resignation was after the Loyalty Review Board had recommended 
his discharge under the loyalty program ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. He came in to consult with me about some 
articles which he had submitted to the Department for clearance under 
the Department’s rules. 

The Cuatrman. Did you discuss the Voice policy with him at that 
time? 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You did not?’ How much time did you spend with 
him at that time ? 

Mr. Connors. I would say no more than 5 or 10 minutes, and we 
discussed his articles. 
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The CHarrmMAn. Have you seen him since that time? 

Mr. Connors. I do not believe so. 

The Cuarrman. Did you advise him his articles could not be used, 
in view of his recent resignation by action of the Loyalty Board? 

Mr. Connors. No, I advised him that I didn’t think his articles 
were very good, but I didn’t have the decision: he would have to take 
it up with the Publications Board. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you make an appointment for him with the 
Publications Board 4 

Mr. Connors. I don’t think so. 

The CHarrmMan. Do you know? 

Mr. Connors, I doubt it, because he would just have to call some- 
one up. 

The CHatrmMan. Do you know whether his articles were used? 

Mr. Connors. No, sir, I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. How well have you known John Stewart Service? 

Mr. Connors. I have known him—— 

The CHarrMan. I refer to the Mr. Service who was also discharged 
under the loyalty program. 

Mr. Connors. I have known him, I think, since 1950. 

The CHarrMan. Socially ? 

Mr. Connors. Socially. I first met him in the Department. 

The Cuatrman. Have you met and advised with Service since his 
discharge under the loyalty program ? 

Mr. Connors. J have not met and adv ised with him. ] have socially 
met with him, but I have not advised him on anything. I have been 
particularly careful not to discuss any business with him at any time. 

The CuarrmMan. How often have you met with him since his dis- 
charge ? 

Mr. Connors. I don’t know. I don’t think I have seen him person 
ally since Se ptember or October. 

The CHairman. Jost one final question, Mr. Connors. Do you 
not think that it would be well for the new Secretary, if the Voice 
program is to be continued—and I think there is a good place for a 
good Voice program—to try and find a man to head up policy who is 
fully and thoroughly acquainted with the Communist Party line, 
with their policy, with their aims and objectives, and their method 
of operation? Otherwise, you cannot conceivably have sensible policy 
directives. Otherwise, you will have a repetition of what we have had 
presented to us today. Keep in mind, this committee cannot spend 
all of its time running down the unusual and ridiculous directives 
issued by the Voice of America or the International Information 
Program. Can you answer that question ¢ 

Mr. Connors. I think that is a judgment for the Secretary to make. 
It would depend on the type of officers he wants in particular jobs. 

The Cuarrman. If you were the Secretary of State, and you were 
picking a policy director for the information program, an information 
yrogTam whie h is sup pos sed to fioht communism throu: oho it = work L, 
instead of getting a man like Bradley Connors, yourse lf. who Says, 
“T know nothing about the Communist movement; I have never read 
any of their works,” would you not try to get an authority on the 
Communist movement, someone who knows all about it, to head that 
very, very important project? Would you not do that? 
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Mr. Connors. I think that is a problem. Mr. Chairman. because 
sometimes you get someone who knows the entire history, but he is not 
very capable on propaganda, 

Phe Crairman. Mr. MeClellan, I think you hada question 4 

Senator McCrieitnan. I thought I understood from this witness a 
few moments ago that prior t o the issuance of the directive of Kebru- 
iy 9, this man Fast 
cussed, that were included in the directive of March 7, and they had 
become cor troversial, or some eritieism had been made of the use of 
his works: is that true? 

Mr. Connors. No, | think what J had reference to there, sir, was 
the fact that the March 7 directive dealt with Mr. Fast, and therefore 
t was presumably deemed advisable to mention his name in this 


had bee Nn dise us sed and his works had been dis 


directive. 

Senator McCrecnan. Since you did have your thoughts and interest 
focused on him at that time, if you wanted to cancel the previous 
directive, why did you not speci ifically say so? That is what I do 
not understand. In this directive you were considering him and made 
special reference to him, but you did not direct that his works be 
withdrawn or no longer used as was authorized, and directed by the 
directive of March 7. In other words, could you not write a plain, 
positive directive if that was your intention / 

Mr. Connors. I think so. 

Senator McCiettan. You could have done so? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Senator McCrenian. You did not do it. 

Mr. Con NORS, No. 

Senator McCrieitian. One other question. You have mentioned 
th: ut Dr. Compton, you understood, approved this directive of Febru- 
ary 3. Did you not take it up with him personally as your immediate 
superior? 

Mr. Connors. No, sir, I did not, because I had been informed that 
his staff assistant had informed one of my senior staff directors that 
Dr. Compton had personally written his comments across certain parts 
of it. That if they were incorporated in the directive, it had his 
approval. 

Senator McCietian. That may be the usual procedure, but. it 
strikes me that on a directive of that importance you would want 
to confer with Dr. Compton about that personally and have him per- 
sonally tell you that he had approved it. You did not do that? 

Mr. Connors. I did not. On the basis that since he had edited it 
himself, and it had been sent to me, that it now represented—— 

Senator McCLet.aNn. So for us to be able to determine whether he 
definitely approved it, we will have to inquire of Dr. Compton ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

Senaator McCietnan. That is all. 

Senator Jackson. Did the March 7, 1952, directive have the approv- 
al of this Advisory Committee ? 

Mr. Connors. I do not know. 

Senator JAcKson. Was it ever called to their attention as being in 
full force and effect, if you can answer the question ? 

Mr. Connors. I just don’t know. 

Senator Jackson. You do not know? 

Mr. Connors. No. 
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senator a ACKSON, You heard Mr. Caldwell’s testimony. l do not 
believe there has been any question asked about it. Do you have any 
comment on his testimony 4 

(No response. ) 

Senator JACKSON. Fir t let me isk vou, Has there been some feeling 
between vou and Mr. Caldwell ¢ . . 
Mr. Connors. I think it arises from the fact that on his arrival 
China in August 1946, I believe it was, we had no advance word that 
he was arriving in China until the clay before he arrived, as Ll recall, 
and at the same time unbeknownst to me, General Marshall had re- 


quested my services in behalf of his mission. That resulted in my 
assignment to the Kimbassy, my having to go from a to Nan- 
king, and meant that the Shanghai office was left without anybody 


there, and it was decided that Mr. Caldwell woul lt hen have to go 
instead from Nanking to Shangha 

The CHatrMan. Were you an adviser to Marshall on his mission to 
China / 

Mr. Connors. ] served for a time. 

The CHatrMAN. As his adviser? 

Mr. Connors. On press. 

The CHatrMAN. Were you his adviser / 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

The Cuatirman. How long did you serve as Marshall’s adviser 
during his mission to China / 

Mr. Connors. I think approximately during the month of August 

1946 until his departure on January 6 or 7 of 1947 

Senator Jackson. What did you ady Ise on ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Press and public relations. 

Senator Jackson. Anything on policy ¢ 

Mr. Connors. No, sir; I also served General Wedemeyer in the same 
capacity in 1947 when he made his mission to China at the President’s 
request. 

Senator Jackson. How long were you with General Wedemeyer? 

Mr. Connors. I think 4 to 5 weeks. 

Senator Jackson. Did you ever while you were out in China talk 
sympathetically toward Mao Tse-tung or Chou En-lai, the Foreign 
Minister ? 

Mr. Connors. No, sir, at no time did I favor the Communist regime. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you know John K. Fairbank ¢ 

Mr. CONNORS, Yes, sll 

The Cuatrman. Do you know Fairbank urged a promotion for you 
to a more important job and a higher salary 
Mr. Connors. I did not know it until it was mentioned here. I as- 
me the records would show if he did. 

Senator Porrer. Did you ever write any of Marshall’s speeches? 
Mr. Connors. | partic ‘ipated in polishing up things. 

The CHarrmMan. Did help write his reports / 

Mr. Connors. No, sir, I did not. 

Senator Munpr. Did you prepare the press release he made at the 
end of his mission when he said, “A plague on both your houses” ? 

Mr. Connors. I put it in final form. 

Senator Munpr. Was that your happy phrase? 

Mr. Connors. No, sit 


Ss 
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Senator Munpr. Tell us something about this Allen Haden. eI 
understand your testimony correctly, neither Compton nor you draft- 
ed the directive of February 3, but it was drafted in the first instance 
by Allen Haden, who works in your office. 

Mr. Connors. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. He told you he submitted it to Compton and he 
made some delineations and on the basis of that report you put it in 
final form and signed it; is that right ? 

Mr. Connors. To the best of my knowledge—and I looked at the 
memorandum for the first time this morning—my) staff was instructed 
by Dr. Compton’s staff assistant in a memorandum dated December 
29, 1952, to prepare such an instruction. 


This memorandum ana clirective to Mr. Haden, who was director 
for the regional staff within my office, they worked on the draft—they 
had several dratts apparently. Chey had a meeting on January 1d, 


1953. The subject was discussed again at a meeting on January 28, 
of the program strategy committee at which Dr. Compton was pres- 
ent, but which I was unable to attend. 

On January 29, Mr. Haden was informed to proceed with the memo- 
randum and he Was provided the handwritten changes which Dr, 
Compton had made. 

Senator Munpr. (presiding). How important a man in the shop 
is Allen Haden? What is his salary ? 

Mr. Connors. He is a GS-15. , 

Senator Munpr. What is his title? 

Mr. Connors. Director of the Regional Planning and Policy Staff. 

Senator Munpr. GS-15 gets what salary 4 

Mr. Connors. $10,800 is the base, I believe. 

Senator Munpt. The chairman suggested that I ask you whether 
you could name the works of any other Communist or Communist 
Ss) mpat hizer W hose books were used in conformity ot February 3. We 
have heard a lot of Howard Fast. Do you know of any others? 

Mr. Connors. So far as I know, no books were used or no materials 
were used based on the February 3 directive. I just don’t have any 
knowledge. 

Senator Munpr. How about the March 7, 1952, directive ? 

Mr. Connors. I would assume that since that directive was issued, 
and went to Overseas Information Center libraries that the libraries 
had those books. At the committee’s request we are preparing a list 
of the books in all the libraries. 

Senator Munpy. Were you in the committee room this morning 
when the Chinese witness testified ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. You heard what he said ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Do you have any comments to make ? 

Mr. Connors. At that time I was serving as a press officer for 
General Marshall, I believe, and the man quoted was a correspondent 
for one of the newspapers, I believe the Government Central News 
Agency. 

Senator Jackson. What was the Government Central News 
Agency ? 

Mr. Connors. Chinese Nationalist Government Central News 
Agency. 








STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM l 11 


Senator Munpr. Are you now or have you ever been a member of 
he Communist Party ? 

Mr. Connors. No, sir; at no time. 

Senator Munpr. Or any of the fellow-traveler organizations listed 
by the Attorney General ¢ 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Do you deny categorically the statements made? 

Mr. Connors. Absolutely. 

Senator Jackson. Can you tell us anything about that confession ? 
i assume you have known about it. 

Mr. Connors. I have known about it to the extent that we had a 
report from the Embassy on the subject, and I had read the transla- 
tion. So far as I know, the man was—— 

Senator Jackson. Were you named as being a Communist in that 
ontession ? : 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What did it say about you, if you know? 

Mr. Con nome It accused me a passing on information through the 
Embassy that was inimical to our Embassy, which is completely 
untrue. 

Senator Jackson. None of the statements in the confession with 
reference to you were true / 

Mr. Connors. No,sir. 

Senator Jackson. They are all untrue? 

Mr. Connors. That is right. 

Senator JAcKkson. What about the statements made by Mr. Cald- 
well? He questioned your judgment, I believe, and he did not ques- 
tion your loyalty. 

Mr. Connors. I could question his on the same basis, I think, on 
his judgment. 

The CHarrMan (presiding). So the record will be clear, there is 
considerable feeling not of the best nature between you and Mr. Cald- 
well. I think we should have that in the record so the Senators can 
better evaluate the testimony. In other words, you and Mr. Caldwell 
were not exactly what you call pals. 

Mr. Connors. Yes,sir. Itis obvious. 

Senator Munpr. Before you secured your appointment with the 
Information Service, were you given a check by the FBI to your 
knowledge ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes,sir. Noonecan beemployed 

The Cuatrman. Let me say, Senator, that a check by the FBI is 
meaningless as far as State Department personnel are concerned unless 
it is acted upon. One of the things deve loped over the past 3 years 
very thoroughly is that when the FBI goes out and does an excellent 
job, an outstanding job of investigating a man, no action is taken 
upon the investigation by the State Department evaluation officers. 
I do not say that is the case of Mr. Connors, but the statement of FBI 
investigation has been misunderstood so thoroughly that I think we 
should make it very, very clear that it is meaningless, regardless of 
how good a job the FBI does, unless the Security Division of the State 
Department acts upon it. 

Senator Munpr. You started to elaborate on the answer before the 
chairman interrupted you. 
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Mr. Connors. I started to point out that Public Law 402 requires 
a full field investigation formally by the FBI. Congress amended the 
law in the last session. 

Senator Munpt. Do you know who it was that evaluated the FBI 
report in your connection ‘ 

Mr. Connors. No, sir, I do not. 

Senator Munpr. Who was secretary of State at the time you were 
appointed ¢ 

Mr. Connors. The predecessor to General Marshall. 

Senator Munpr. Stettinius? 

Mr. Connors. Byrnes, 1 think. I think Byrnes was Secretary at 
the time. 

The CuHarrman. Do you not know who the Secretary of State was 
when you were hired ‘ 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. I was overseas at the time and I believe it 
was Mr. Byrnes. 

Senator Munpr. Our information does not quite jibe with yours 
about this FBI investigation. Are you positive of your own know- 
ledge that you were given that field job¢ I know that is what the 
law says, because I wrote the law and put that in myself. Are you 
sure of your own knowledge that you were given the field test? 

Mr. Connors. I have never seen the records or anything. I have 
been told. 

Senator Munpr. Your answer is simply based on the fact that it is 
in the law, and you assume that the law was enforced ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Who told you you were given a full field investi- 
gation? You said someone told you. Someone in the Department ? 

Mr. Connors. No, i don’t think anybody in the Department. I 
think I just assumed it. 

The Cuarrman. Did you know the Chinese whose confession we 
read this morning? 

Mr. Connors. He was a Chinese newspaperman. I knew him to 
the extent that he came to the Embassy. 

The CHarkMaAn. How well did you know him? 

Mr. Connors. To the extent that he called at the Embassy from time 
to time. 

The CHarrman. You since learned that he was executed for being 
a Communist spy. 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Did you give him information when he came to 
the Embassy ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Only such information as I gave to other newspaper 
reporters, and that was information that was authorized. 

The CuHarrmMan. You gave him information ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. 

The CHarrman. But you say it was information which you gave 
to any newspaperman ¢ 

Mr. Connors. Correct. 

The Crarrman. In other words, your testimony today is that you 
did not give this man any information that you would not give any 
other newspaperman ? 

Mr. Connors, Absolutely. 
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The Carman. For how long a period of time did you know him? 
Mr. Connors. I have no idea, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Did you meet him socially ? 

Mr. Connors. I don’t believe so. 

The CHairman. Do you know? 

Mr. Connors. I just don’t know. 

The CHarrman. Do you recall when you first met him? 

Mr. Connors. No, sir. 

The CHamman. I think that is all. Any questions by any other 
mie rs of the committee, or ny oj the staff ? , 
Senator JACKSON. I Was Going to ask one question 9 Mr. ( hairman. 


Are you a newspaper writer or what is your background / 
Mr. Connors. Yes, sir, E spent 5 years—— 
Senator Jackson. W1 is your academic background ? 


Mr. Connors. I went to ee Academy and Yale University for 
< years. 

Senator Jackson. Y ou went to Yale for 2 years? 

Mr. Connors. Yes. sir 

Senator Jackson. T saa what did you do after you left Yale? 

Mr. Connors. I did a little free lancing and worked for the Public 
Service Corp. of New Jersey. 

Senator Jackson. You worked for what ? 

Mr. Connors. Public Service Corp. of New Jersey, and then I went 
to work on a New Jersey newspaper. 

Senator Jackson. What was the name of it? 

Mr. Connors. _ Star Ledger. 

Senator Jackson. And then from there on to OWI? 

Mr. Connors. ge sir 

Senator Jackson. And then on to the State De} artment. 

The CuarrMan. In conclusion, I understand we do have your assur- 
ance at this time that you will issue the proper order to remove from 
the information progr: mM libraries all works of Communist writers ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Do we have your assurance of that? Do you agree 
that action should be taken? We do not want to pressure you into 
taking any action that you think should not be taken. Do you agree 
that action should be taken ? 

Mr. Connors. Yes, sir. 

Senator Porrer. You he ard Mr. Caldwell’s testimony when he 
stated that during the per lod of time th: at you both were in China, that 
you either conformed to the a nti_N: ationalist Government line or else 
it was pretty rough on in Do you concur ? 

Mr. Connors. I do not concur with that statement by Mr. 
Caldwell. 

Senator Porrer. In other words, your testimony is that this state- 
ment is not accurate? 

Mr. Connors. It is not so. I wasin full sympathy with the Nation- 
alist Government. I felt there we oa rtain reform Ss th: it could be m: ade, 
but I was unalterably opposed to the Communists. 

The Crairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Connors. 

We will recess until 10:30 tomorrow morning. And may I apolo- 
cize to vou, Miss Lenkeith, for having ec: ulled you down and kept you 
waiting, but we wanted to keep the continuity of the testimony. We 
will hear you at 10: 30 tomorrow. 
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(Thereupon at 12:10 p. m., a recess was taken until Friday, Febru- 


ary 20, 1955, at 10: 30 a.m.) 


LPPENDIX 


Exuieir No. 4 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
February 8, 1953. 


INFORMATION PoLicy FOR USE OF MATERIALS PRODUCED BY CONTROVERSIAL PERSONS 


I, PURPOSE 


The purpose of this instruction is to establish criteria to govern use in the 
IIA program of already existing books, writings, paintings, music, pictures, films 


and other output, produced or created by persons who are subjects of publi 





controyve 


II, DISCUSSION 


The question has often been raised within IIA and elsewhere of the relation of 





the political or ideological controversiality of the creators of material to the use 
of that material in LIA programs. Clearly, authors or other creators commis- 
sioned to prepare material for ILA use need to be selected with the utmost care to 
assure that their products will fully serve ILA purposes. But here the problem is 
rather whether existing creations by controversial persons can be useful in at 
taining certain ILA objectives. Usefulness, therefore, is the basic consideration. 

The | ted States Advisory Commission on Educational Exchange, the body 
legally established to represent the public in advising the Department on its over- 
seus educational and cultural programs, unanimously adopted the following 
resolu after a prolonged study of this particular problem: “The content of 
the b regardless of authorship, [should] be the criterion which determines 
its availability for inclusion in USIS libraries.” The contrary view would argue 


that the Department should bar from use in its programs, without reference to 
the material itself, any product of an author or creator who is himself the sub- 


ject or likely to become the subject of domestic controversy. ‘J 





‘e 18 Consider- 
able pressure to follow the latter course, though the problems involved in doing 
so huve never been formally passed on by the Congress. 

The reputation abroad of an author affects the actual utility of the material 
If he is widely and favorably known abroad as a champion of democratic causes 
his credibility anc utility may be enhanced. Similarly, if—like Howard Fast—he 
is known as as et-endorsed author, materials favorable to the United States 
in some of his works may thereby be given a special credibility among selected key 
audiences 

rhe withdrawal or obvious barring of a controversial author’s work from a 
collection, exhibit, or the like where its absence or withdrawal will come to public 
attention abroad may have a seriously adverse effect on the credibility of ILA. 

‘The problem of determining who is and who is not a controversial or potentially 
controversial figure presents major difficulties. It follows therefore that in order 
to be sure that the product is useful in attaining IIA objectives careful scrutiny 
must be given to the product of any person whose political orientation has bee: 


The publications of organizations are normally issued for the specific purpos« 





of lvancing their organizational objectives. The publications of organizations 
on the Attorney General's list of subversive organizations may hence be assumed 


wit! t further review to be subversive in intent 
III, CRITERIA 


I election of materials, writings, art, photographs, films, ete., it should 


be possible, as a general rule, to draw upon the great body of resources available 
produced by persons whose ideological position is unquestioned. Admitting, 
however, that usefulnes* to IL. is the basic msiceration governing inclusion of 
any materials in ILA collections, there are times when items produced by ideologi- 
cally questionable persons may be advisable. In view of the great resources avail- 
able to ILA, the latter action would necessarily be the exception rather than 
the rule 
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The criteria governing that exceptional action are the following: 

1. Content of the product, not authorship, will be the primary criterion. This 
means that other factors are to be considered 
2. Materials produced by a person whose ideologies and views are questionable 
or controversial will not be used unless: 

(a) The material supports importantly (not incidentally) a specific ITA objec 
tive; and the converse, that is, none of the content is detrimental to the objectives 
of the United States Government. 

(b) The material is substantially better than other material available for the 
purpose, that is, support of a specific objective of ITA 
(c) Failure to include the material would impair the general cred 














3. The effectiveness of the material, judged as promoting impo ly a specific 
IIA objective, has been weighed against the possible harm resulting from the 
enhanced prestige the controversial producer may acquire by rtue of the in 


clusion of his product in IIA operations The bala e must be clearly and 
strongly in favor of the effectiveness of the material 


If in the application of the above crite any doubts are entertained by the 
responsible officials in IITA or in 1 sior erseas, the items concerning which 
there are such doubts will be submitted to a review board 





The chief of mission is requested to n e a review board of three members, 
of which the public affairs officer shall be one, to review all materials concerning 
which the public affairs officer may be in doubt, produced by ideologically ques 
tionable persons. The review board may be on an ad hoc or standing basis as 


suits the convenience of the missi 
Within ITA, a Standing Review Board is to be established, to meet, from time 
to time as may be required, to consist of three members to be appointed by the 
Administrator. All materials concerning which there is doubt within LIA may 
be referred to the Standing Review Board for decision 
Should the re view he ard at an oversea n ssion not be ab e to esolve aoupts 


regarding the selection and use of items produced by ideologically questionab 
persons, such items may be submitted to the Standing Review Board of ITA under 
cover of an Operations memorandum marked for the attention of 

For the Admiristrator 


GENERAL DISCUSSION ON R SIAN INTELI ENCE Or cS AND THE TAsSs AGENCY 


CONFESSION BY TH SPIONA I I ( 

(Translated from Central D v Neée s, Chu Vang I Si ‘ ¢ » 1950) 

At the time we are discussing, we cre n Cl ese Com nists stated that 
their delegates stationed in Chungking had absolute no conne i with the 
Soviet Embassv there: but even if there were al occasional cial intercourse 
between them it would be of a personal nature In truth, the S staff men 
bers, taking advantage of personal relations, made good use f Chinese Co1 
munists for their assistance in espionage work The Chinese Cor unists whe 
were close to Li Li-san and the so-calle International Communists were even 
more eager to carry out these duties At that time, staff members Chou En-lai; 
Kun P’eng,. the former secretary of Chu Te: Ch’én Cl k’an ho represented 
the Chinese Communists in the International Youth Delegate Conference 


Lu Ming, assistant city editor of the Hsin Hua Daily, and others, were all 
central figures employed by the Soviet Union 





Before and after the victory, during the political consultative conferences 
of the Government, the removal of the « ipit l to Nanking ad the p ce con 
ferences with the Chinese Communists, a group of persons who professed to 
be democratic members of parties hitherto unheard of sprang up like bamboo 
shoots after the spring rail Most of these people wished to build up their 
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own personal political status in the midst of the conflict of interest between 

ted States and Russia, and the controversies between the National 

nment and the Chinese Communists. Whenever they found opportunities 

in contact with the Russians or the Chinese Communists, they willingly 

made themselves utilized. Such persons as Shen Yen-pin, Chang Hsi-man, 

Wang Yun-shéng, Huang Yen-p’ei, Lo Lung-chi, Chang Po-chiin, and others, 
all had relations with the Soviet Union while in Chungking and Nanking 


Let us talk about the third method. Any diplomat of a country, in addition 
to representing his country and carrying out necessary diplomatic transactions 
vith the country he is stationed in, has the duty to collect intelligence informa- 


tion for his own country. The Russian diplomats, because of the political 
system of their country, which has aggressive intentions, naturally would find 
themselves isolated when mingling in diplomatic circles in China. Among the 


4) and more diplomats in China, only Li Li K’o (a European name in Chinese 
form) who represented the politically changed Czechoslovakia had diplomatic 
relations with Russia But the Soviet diplomats in China did not find them- 
selves isolated during their years in Chungking and Nanking. This was due to 
poor management by responsible Chinese diplomatic officials on one side, and to 
inconsistency and self-interest of other nations on the other; so Russia did not 
let the opportunity pass by, but utilized the existing objective weakness. 

Ordinarily, our diplomatic relations with Russia are under the supervision of 
the Asia-Europe department in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. While the basic 
national policy toward Russia was made by the highest authority, all the 
documents of correspondence and daily intercourse were handled by the Asia- 
Europe department. In addition to managing foreign affairs with Russia, the 
department also had the duty of dealing with the several near eastern countries, 
and, naturally, the foreign relations with these countries were not as important 
as those with Russia For many years, the directorship of the Asia-Europe 
department had been held by graduates of the Sun Yat-sen Memorial College in 
Moscow, who were mostly former party members of the Kuomintang. They were 
sent to Moscow for training and observation and returned strongly anti-Com- 
munist The staff members of the department in charge of documents were 
composed of people who had either received their education in Harbin or were 
formerly under the employment of the Russians in the Chinese Eastern Railway 
Co., due to the scarcity of persons skilled in the Russian language. Most of these 
people had not received higher education Members of the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs often regarded top officers of the Asia-Europe department as prejudiced, 
and the lower staff members as ignorant, so, as a result, the Asia-Europe de- 
partment could not carry out positive activities with Russia. 


There is another thing. The staff members of the protocol department of the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, who undertake liaison duties with diplomatic 
officials of other countries, were held and controlled by people closely related 
to the so-called diplomatic elite—Chinese diplomats who had been recalled 
from embassies or consulates in Europe and America These people lacked 
enthusiasm for work Besides fooling around and waiting to be dispatched 


broad in order to enjoy life, most of them took the attitude that “less work 
is better than more work,” and regarded matters concerning Russia even more 
as hard work to be avoided. Besides, staff members of both the Asia-Europe 
department and the protocol department differed so much in background and 
points of interest that they made fun of one another, and most of the time 
would not cooperate wholeheartedly. As a result, a near farce broke out when 
the (Chinese) landlord of the Russian Embassy residence at Ta Fang Lane in 
Nanking brought suit against the Russian Ambassador in 1947 


Because f poor management by officials of the department in charge, it 
a vithout saying that it would be too much to expect these people to keep 
the Russian officials under close surveillance. Besides, we should keep in mind 


the competition in diplomatic intelligence work. The accomplishment of either 
side depends on the degrees of effort. One weak spot on our side will offer more 


opport ity to the opponents in their work 
Since the end of the war, after the defeat of Japan in the fall of 1945, the 
nations active on the diplomatic stage in Chungking (later in Nanking) may 


he « ided into six units and groups: 1. The United States, which earnestly 
hoped to assist the Government in bringing about reorganization, peace, and 
The treacherous Soviet Union; 3. The declining Great Britain, 
the most vigorously anti-Communist Canada, the self-governed Australia, ete., 
and the small number of the anti-Communist north European countries; 4. 
France, which could not even take care of herself, and which was riding on the 


reconstruction; 2 
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fence; 5. The South American countries, which followed the United States as 
their leader; and 6. The near eastern Mohammedan nations; Siam, and the 
chree new nations: the Philippines, Burma, and India. 

Except for the Soviet Union all these countries were anti-Communist, but 
their degree of antagonism differed insofar as their interests in China were 
concerned. Among these nations the United States and Russia were obviously 
in direct conflict in their interests in China. The British hoped to take ad- 
vantage of the American-Russian conflict in order to maintain their already 
shaken interests in China on one hand, while working side by side with the 
United States in the United Nations and in formulating European policies on 
the other. France also had political difficulties and uncertainties internally; 
her diplomatic policy toward China was to watch closely the development of 
Chinese Communist power merely hoping that it would not affect Indo- 
china. Others like the British dominion countries, the small number of the 
North Atlantic countries, the small countries in the Near East and South 
America, and the postwar new nations, are in general, indirectly concerned, 
and, therefore, took the attitude of watching the development of the Chinese 
situation. 

When the United States Ambassador Hurley went to Yenan, China, in 1945, 
Mao Tsé-tung arrived in Chungking and negotiated with the Government in 
order to solve their political differences, At the end of December, Marshall 
arrived in Chungking as the special American Ambassador. Early in the fol- 
lowing year (1946) the Government opened the Political Consultative Con- 
ference and issued a cease-fire order and reorganized the troops. Marshall went 
to Lushan six times and tried his best to bring about peace, but these peace 
negotiations dragged on for 2 years. During these 2 years our internal diplo- 
matie policies were all centered on the United States negotiations. Therefore, 
Soviet Russia’s intelligence and that of other countries naturally were also 


centered on the same object But the interests of the various nations were 
different and their emphasis and attention also were different During these 
years the American Ambassadors were Hurley and J. Leighton Stuart. One 
was a straightforward soldier {This refers to Hurley.] The other was a 
sympathetic educator [Stuart]. Both of them lacked the strict discipline of 


a diplomat in keeping confidential matters secret. At that time the American 
information officer of the United States Embassy was Fei Cheng-ch’ing (F 
Faiy Ba-nk) [John Fairbank]. He was succeeded by K’ang Na-shih (Byadly 
Conneys) [Bradley Connors] Later on this special assistant to Ambassador 
Stuart was Ambassador Pai Te-hua (Butternoill) [Butterfield] who had the 
respondsibility of formulating policies toward China. (He is now an Assistant 
Secretary of State as well as the head (chief) of the Far Eastern Section 
(Branch).) All these people were basically dissatisfied with the personnel of 
the Nationalist Government. They were prejudiced 

Very often they forgot to keep secrets and they leaked out diplomatic secrets 
either intentionally or unintentionally Then through the embassies of third 
nations, the leaked news reached the ears of our enemies 

Sinee India gained its independence in 1947, it has been the ambition of Premier 








Nehru to make her the leading nation in the Far East, taking the place of Japan 
and China. In an endeavor to establish diplomatie relations with Soviet Russia, 
Nehru appointed his sister, Mrs. Pandit, whose international reputation was well 
known throughout India, as Ambassador to Soviet Russia At the same time, 


after the coup d'etat of Pibul (Songgram), Thailand also wanted to maintain 
diplomatic relations and exchange diplomatic personnel with Soviet Russia. 
At that time such talks of diplomatie relations took place principally in Wash 
ington. But the three countries concerned, Soviet Russia, India, and Thailand, 
all maintained diplomatic delegates in China. Moreover, Menon, the first Indian 
Ambassador to China, is a close friend of Nehru It had long been decided to 
transfer Menon to the Indian Ministry of Foreign Affairs as a deputy officer. 


Diplomatic delegates of Soviet Russia, India, and Thailand held secret talks in 
our National Capital. Some lower grade officers of the Soviet Embassy in China 
were transferred to Bangkok directly from China It is understood that India 
and Thailand have always maintained very close relationships with China To 
say nothing of the past historical relationship, leaders of both India and China 


had exchanged diplomatic visits during the period of the anti-Japanese war of 
resistance. For many years China and India have exchanged diplomatic dele- 
gates. Although Thailand is a small nation, overseas Chinese residing in that 
country occupy one-third of her total population As there have always been 
difficulties requiring settlement, diplomatic relations have always been main- 
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tained between the two countries. In short, as diplomatic delegates from both 
India and Thailand represent countries of diverse historical background and 
relationship, it was easier [sic] for them to get in touch with our Government 
officers and civilians. And our Government did not keep close watch over such 


personnel For this reason Soviet Russia was able to exchange diplomatic 
information with India and Thailand in Nanking. As past events are reviewed, 
it is not difficult to see that the unscrupulous recognition of the Chinese Com- 
mu t regime by India and the vacillating attitude of Thailand is a result 
of this situation 

In speaking of the fourth method employed by Soviet Russia in collecting 
nformation in China, it is nothing more than the systematizing and editing 

fragmentary material scattered in the newspapers This is one of the routine 
procedures followed in the embassies and consulates of all countries For many 
vears l information office has been organized n he embassies of Great 
Britain, the United States, France, India, ete. On the one hand, it has the 
responsibility to collect reference material for use use of its own country In 
like manner, China has maintained a similar service in foreign countries. But 
what should be pointed out particularly is that although the information service 
of the Soviet Embassy carries out identical duties its organization and nature 
show several special characteristics I irst, the organization in connection with 
translation and the systematization of newspaper material is enormously 
arger than that of any other country. Secondly, the entire staff is composed 
of zens of Soviet Russia Thirdly, the scope of the collection of material is 
very broad Fourthly, it works in close cooperation with the Tass Agency. 


before discussing in detail the intelligence work in China by the Tass Agency, 
one of the Russian organs, let us mention by the way two Russian stores in 
Nanking seemingly not unconnected with the Russian Embassy One, located 
on Ma Chia Chieh (Ma Family Street) in Nanking, was called Mme. Natleys 
Dress Maker; the other, situated in the vicinity of San P’ai-lo (Three Arch- 
ways) was called Nestaiafe, Che former was a high-class women’s dress and 
wearing apparel store; the latter was a Russian-style restaurant and bakery 
shop. Both were owned by white Russians who had regained Soviet citizenship. 
Madame Natley was a middle-aged widow, who had resided in Harbin for many 
years, and had engaged in the women’s dress business for a long time. She has 

store in the Hotel des Wagon-Lits on Legation Street in Peiping. In the 
spring of 1948 she moved to Nanking, declaring that she had long ago obtained 
Chinese citizenship, and that she was engaged solely in doing business with 
women of the embassies and the American Advisory Committee. 

Madam Natleys was exceedingly wide and lavish in her social engagements 
and was frequently seen in the residence oi ambassadors of foreign countries. 
She was especially intimate with the wife of the French Ambassador, Mei Li Ai 
(M. Jacques Meyrier), and the wife of the British naval attaché, Mo K’o T’an No 
(MacDonald). She personally sponsored international fashion shows twice in 
Nanking. Many families of the ambassadors and of the American military 
personnel attended the fashion shows with enthusiasm, but few knew that she 
was closely connected with some of the Russians. The proprietor of the Russian- 
style restaurant also participated in the Russian national holiday celebrations 
in the Russian Embassy, and was introduced as one of the few overseas Russians. 
Che restaurant was also frequented by foreign diplomatic officials and the 
proprietor treated these customers with special courtesy. Some of the people 
who worked in the restaurant have recently come to Taiwan and joined in 











business with a Chinese merchant. It is possible that some information con- 
cerning the whereabouts and the activities of their former proprietor may be 
found by investigating them. At least we can point out that before the Govern- 
ment left Nanking, there were stores operated by the White Russians everywhere 
in Peiping, Tsingtao, Tientsin, ete.; in the past few years thousands of White 


Russians regained Soviet citizenship, but at the same time many were refused 
citizenship. We can conjecture just what was the basis for acceptance and 
rejection 

The information system of the Tass Agency of Soviet Russia should be dis- 
cussed separately; but in reality the Tass Agency and the Soviet Embassy are 
part and parcel of the same organization. It is understood that all the Soviet 
organizations in China can be grouped under four categories. First, the Soviet 
Embassy and its subsidiary consulate general in Shanghai, and the consulates 
in Nanking, Peiping, Tientsin, Tihua, ete. Second, the office of the Soviet 
military attachéin China. Third, the commercial attaché of the Soviet Embassy 
and his office in Canton Fourth, the Tass Agency. In speaking of their organ- 
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ization, these four types are directly responsible to Moscow; but, in reality 
they are one and inseparable. 

Although the Tass Agency has a close and inseparable connection with the 
information service of the Embassy, it is generally recognized as a news agency 
of an international character. For this reason, correspondents of the Tass 
Agency possess additional facilities in carryil out hell ticial and secret 
activities. 


Che development and the changes in the working procedures of the Tass Agency 


n China have been handicapped by objective condition n the development of 
the general situation in China. Long before the outbreak of the anti-Japanese 
war of resistance, Lo Kuo-fu (Rogov), who had been residing in the Far East 
for many years, was directing the affairs of the Shanghai branch office of the 
lass Agency. He continued his stay in Shanghai even after the war broke out. 


When the Second World War broke out, a nonaggression pact was signed between 
Russia and Japan Rogov continued to remain in Shanghai directing the infor- 
mation agencies of Soviet Russia \iter the victory was won in the war of re- 
I 1 
i 


togoy returned to Sh: 





sistance, 


of the Tass Agency in China According to remarks made by an American cor- 





ai d was responsible for the head office 


respondent who met Rogov, he is one of the few able men of Soviet Russia in 
the Far East. And, in fact, Rogov is one of the responsible en in charge of 
Soviet information agencies in the Far East. The Tass Agency, taking advan- 
tagze of the friendly Soviet-Chinese relations during the first stage of the war of 
resistance, greatly expanded its personnel in China At one time six cor- 
respondents were sent out to China. At the time when a desperate effort was 
being made in defending Wuchang and Hankow, the scope of the organization 
of the Tass Agency began to expand in Hankow (he Tass Agency was at that 

ne issuing three publications: (1) Chinese draft of the daily news broadcast 
of the Tass Agency; (2) an English draft of identical content: (3) Classified 
News, published weekly Besides, collections of speeches and monographs on 
special subjec ts were pul lished in the form of sma pamphlets Work of this 
scope was maintained until the beginning of 1949, when the seat of government 
\ removed to Canton 

In an effort to maintain the continued publication of these terials, the Tass 
A or v trained many Chinese idres who were willing to render loyal service 
to Soviet Russia Such people had always been employed to do editing and 
translating work in differ ganizations of the Tass Ag For the security 
nd protection of these people, they were acc ated il e | e, leading a 
life completely isolated om the worl 

Afte e Governme! I ed Cl gking, a specia é h e was 
set up ( \ the w | foreig S Wi ( ent 
Ie rned N k gf. Tore n ‘Tes aents eT heir ( houses 
but the Tass Agency never joined thet The reason can be attributed to its 
huge organization, and to the secret nature of its work 


In Chungking the Tass Agency maintained contacts with correspondents of 





het ons. Among them were Jou Erh Sun (G. Ge ww in France) and 
Kan Shih Pao (Serge Gunsbarg, now in Moscow) of the French News Agency; 
Mo Shat (Spencer Moosa, now in Taipeh, his wife being a White Russian who 
lives in Hong Kong) of the Associated Press: Ai Chin Sher Brooks Atkinson) 


(who later visited Russia), and Li Po Men (Henry Liberman, who has written a 
biography of Chou En-lai) of the New York Times: Wei Le (George Wealer) of 


the Chicago Daily News: Fu Erh Men (Harrison Forman, who wrote A Report 
} } oft 





From Red China and who attacked the [Chinese] Government ve1 ird after 
his return to the United States) of the I lon Times nd others. In Nanking 
Mi Erh K’o Ssu (Harry d Lo Te Jui K’o (Cohn Roderick) of the Asso- 
ciated Press: La Ch’a pire f the French News Ageney: Chang Kuo- 
hsin of the United Press, and others 1 dealt regularly th the Tass Agency. 

Aside from dealings with various foreign correspondents in order to exchange 
information, the Tass Ageney maintained still ser re i hip with the New 


China Agency an News of the Chinese Communists. For 


cample, Kung 





Cy} kang. We Wel! the English 

secretary of the lelegatio1 ind othe ntioned above, 
ll helped them i s in ¢ ing 1 Nanking 

The Tass Agenc\ nt six correspondents to China during the Wuhan and 

Chungking days. In the final stage of the war, they were transferred to Rus- 


sia one after another. And by the time of the return of the capit to Nanking, 
onlv P’u Chin K’o (N. EF. Protsenko) and Hsi Ni Nao K’o Fu (V. M. Sinelnikoff) 
| remained in China After V-J Day, Protsenko stayed Nanking and 


St 
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Shanghai briefly before returning to Moscow to be an editor in charge of news 
from China When the Government evacuated to Canton, Sinelnikoff moved 
to Canton with the Soviet Embassy, and in October 1949 returned to Russia when 
He was the last correspondent in (Chinese) 
‘the continent was lost, the Tass Agency 


Government-controlled territor\ Afte1 
became the only foreign news agency that issued news release in the area under 
7 


It ; believed that a large number of old 

correspondents (of this organization) almost certainly will return to China. 
From what has been said above, we can at least say in conclusion that Rus- 
sia has been engaging in intelligence work in China for many a year. At present, 
this kind of work has been pus! vard in the direction of Southeast Asia 
possibly with Hong Kong and Sh is its center, to infiltrate gradually int: 
Singapore, Bangkok, Manila, Batavia, and the whole south seas area. To save 
ist the Communists in Southeast Asia and to win 
a few million of our overseas Chinese population in the south seas, it is necessary 


that we should give our close at n te 
Up to the present, the atic countries that have diplomatic relations with 


Soviet Russia are the bogus regime of the Chinese Communists, India, and 


the Soviet Embassy was withdrawn. 


Chinese Communist occupation 





the last line of defense 








Thailand As to Hong Kong, Singapore, the Philippines, Indonesia, Burma, and 
French Indochina, ete., the Russians are yet unable to gain a foothold. The 


areas, if any, is mostly underground and ean still 





intelligence setup in ; 
be combated If, in the future, the Communist influence extends eastward 
not only Formosa will become even more isolated, but the whole of Southeast 
Asia also will be brought under the influence of Soviet Russia. 

Speaking of the continent of China as a whole, Soviet Russia must certainly 


be extending her influence at the present time by leaps and bounds. There- 


fore, our Government should stage a counteroffe nsive as early as possible in 
order to check further troubles in the future. However, before a large-scale 
counteroffensive becomes a reality, it is of urgent necessity that the Govern- 


ment should strengthen its intelligence work on the continent at an early date, 


Translated by Liang Hsu, Joseph Wang, K. T. Wu, Edwin G. Beal, Division 
of Orientalia, Library of Congress, February 24, 1953 
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